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STATE OF CONNECTI CUT CERTIFIED

CONNECTI CUT SI TI NG COUNCI L C:C)FD\/

PETI TI ON NO. 1410
G eenskies Clean Energy, LLC Petition for a
declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut Ceneral
Statues 4-176 and 16-50k, for the proposed
construction, maintenance and operation of a
3. 0-negawatt - AC sol ar photovoltaic electric generating
facility on two parcels at the El nridge Golf Course
| ocated to the east and west of North Anguilla Road at
the intersection with El nridge Road, Stonington,
Connecti cut, and associ ated el ectri cal

I nt erconnecti on.

VI A ZOOM AND TELECONFERENCE

Heari ng held on Thursday, October 1, 2020,

begi nning at 2:00 p.m via renote access.

Hel d Bef or e:
JOHN MORI SSETTE, Presiding Oficer

Reporter: Debra A. Chasse, CSR #055
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Appear ances:

Counci | Menbers:

ROBERT HANNON
Desi gnee for Conm ssion Katie Dykes
Depart nent of Energy and Environnent al
Protection

LI NDA GULI UZZA
Desi gnee for Chairman Marissa Paslick
Gllett, Public Uilities Regulatory
Aut hority

ROBERT Sl LVESTRI

DANI EL P. LYNCH, JR

M CHAEL HARDER

Counci |l Staff:
MELANI E BACHVAN, ESQUI RE
Executive Board Director/Staff Attorney
ROBERT MERCI ER
Siting Anal yst
LI SA FONTAI NE

Fiscal Adm nistrative Oficer
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Appear anc e s: (Cont'd.)

For the Petitioner, Geenskies C ean Energy,
PULLMAN & COMLEY, LLC
BY: LEE D. HOFFMAN, ESQUI RE
90 State House Square
Hartford, CT 06103-3702

For the Party/ CEPA | ntervenor Dougl as Hanson:
GERAGHTY & BONNANO, LLC
BY: M CHAEL BONNANO, ESQUI RE
38 Granite Street
New London, CT 06320

For the Party/ CEPA | ntervenor Proponents
Enpl acenent of Stonington Sol car ( PRESS):
EAG LAW LLC
BY: EMLY G ANQUI NTO, ESQUI RE
21 Cak Street
Hartford, CT 06106

LLC:
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MR. MORI SSETTE: This renote public
hearing is called to order this Thursday, October 1,
2020, at 2 p.m M nane is John Mrissette, nenber and
Presiding Oficer of the Connecticut Siting
Counci | .

At this point, | wll ask other
menbers of the Council to acknow edge that they're
present when introduced for the benefit of those who
are only on audi o.

Robert Hannon, Designee for
Comm ssi oner Katie Dykes, Departnent of Energy and
Envi ronnment al Protection.

MR. HANNON: Here.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Linda Quliuzza,

Desi gnee for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gllett, Public

Uilities Regulatory Authority.

M5. GULI UZZA: Present.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Robert Silvestri?
MR SILVESTRI: Present.

MR. MORI SSETTE: M chael Harder?
MR. HARDER  Present.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Daniel P. Lynch,

Juni or ?
M. Lynch, | see that you're

connected. W wll nobve on.
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Menbers of the staff; Melanie
Bachman, Executive Director and staff attorney.

M5. BACHMAN: Present, thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: M. Robert Mercier,
Siting Anal yst?

MR. MERCIER:  Present.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Ms. Lisa Fontai ne,
Fiscal Adm nistrative Oficer.

MS. FONTAINE: Present.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Pl ease note there
Is a statew de effort to prevent the spread of the
Coronavirus. This is why the Council is holding this
renote public hearing, and we ask for your patience.
If you haven't done so already, | ask that everyone
pl ease nute their conputer audi o and/ or tel ephone now.

This hearing is held pursuant to the
provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut Ceneral
Statutes and of the Uniform Adm nistrative Procedure
Act upon a petition from G eenskies C ean Energy, LLC
for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to the Ceneral
Statutes, section 4-176 and section 16-50K, for the
pur pose of construction, maintenance, and operation of
a 3.0-nmegawatt - AC sol ar photovoltaic electric
generating facility on two parcels at the Elnridge CGolf

Course located to the east and west of North Anguilla
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Road at the intersection with Elnridge Road in
St oni ngt on, Connecti cut.

This Petition was received by the
council on June 4, 2020.

The Council's legal notice of the
date and tine of this renpote public hearing was
published in The Day on Septenber 1, 2020. Upon the
Council's request, the petitioner erected signs at the
proposed site |l ocated at the El nridge Road and North
Anguilla Road so as to informthe public of the nane of
the petitioner, the type of facility, the renote public
hearing date, and contact information for the Council
(websi te and phone nunber).

As a remnder to all, off the record
communi cation with a nenber of the Council or a nenber
of the Council's staff, upon the nerits of this
petition, is prohibited by |aw.

The parties and the intervenors to
the proceeding are as follows: The petitioner,

G eenskies C ean Energy, LLC represented by Attorney
Lee Hof f man; Party/ CEPA intervenor for Douglas Hanson,
represented by Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano;
Party/ CEPA i ntervenor for Proponents for Responsible
Enpl acenent of Stonington Sol ar, known as PRESS,

represented by Attorney Em |y G anqui nto.
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W will proceed in accordance with
t he prepared agenda, a copy of which is avail able on
the Council's Petition 1410 webpage, along with the
record of this matter, the public hearing notice,
I nstructions for public access to this renote public
hearing, and a Council's Ctizen's Guide to Siting
Counci| Procedures. |Interested persons may join any
session of this public hearing to listen but no public
coments wll be received during the 2 p.m evidentiary
session. At the end of the evidentiary session, we
W ll recess until 6:30 p.m for the renpte public
comment sessi on.

Pl ease be advi sed that any person
may be renoved fromthe renote evidentiary session or

public comment session at the discretion of the

counci | .

The 6:30 p.m public coment session
wll be reserved for the public to nake bri ef
statenents into the record. | wish to note that the

petitioner, parties and intervenors, including their
representatives and witnesses, are not allowed to
participate in the public coment session. | also w sh
to note for those who are listening and for the benefit
of your friends and nei ghbors who are unable to join us

for the renote public comment session, that you or they
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may send in witten statenents to the Council within 30
days of the day hereof, either by mail or e-mail, and
such witten statenents will be given the sane wei ght
as if spoken during the renote public session.

A verbatimtranscript of this renote
public hearing will be posted on the Council's Petition
1410 webpage and deposited with the Town Cerk's office
I n Stonington for the conveni ence of the public.

Pl ease be advi sed that the Council
does not issue permts for stormwvater managenent. |f
t he proposed project is approved by the council, a
Depart nent of Energy and Environnental Protection,
(DEEP) Stormwater Permt is independently required.
DEEP coul d hold a public hearing on any Stornmater
Permt application.

The council wll take a 10 to
15-m nute break at a convenient juncture around 3: 30
p. m

Moving on to Item B on the agenda,
we have a notion that was filed on Septenber 30, 2020
by -- Greenskies Cean Energy, LLC submtted a notion
to strike the supplenental prefiled testinony of Steven
D. Trinkaus submitted for the Responsi bl e Enpl acenent
of Stonington Solar. Attorney Bachman may wi sh to

coment. Thank you.
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M5. BACHVAN: Thank you, M.
Mori ssette.

On Sept enber 30t h G eenskies
submtted a notion to strike the supplenental prefiled
testinony of Steven Trinkaus submtted by PRESS on
Septenber 29th. Just today, PRESS submitted an
obj ection to G eenskies' Mtion to Strike. G eenskies
noved to strike the Trinkaus supplenental prefiled
testinony on the basis that it is untinely and pronpted
by the absence of simlar testinony in an unrel ated
matter, specifically Petition No. 1347A in Waterford,
for which the evidentiary record cl osed on August 25th.

Under the Council's Rul es of
Practice, Section 16-50J-28F, it may take
adm nistrative notice as to any exhibit admtted as
evi dence by the Council in a prior hearing, submtted
prefiled testinony and suppl enental prefiled testinony
I n your Record of Petition, 1347A, that was verified
under oath and subject to cross-exam nation during this
proceedi ng.

M. Trinkaus is expected to be
avai |l abl e for cross-exam nation during an evidentiary
hearing session of this proceeding and each party, as
well as the Council, wll have the opportunity to

Cross-exam ne M. Trinkaus.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Therefore, the staff recomends that
the Council take adm nistrative notice of the
evidentiary record of decision No. 1347A and deny
Greenskies' notion to strike. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Do |
here a notion?

MR. SILVESTRI: M. Morissette, |1'd
li ke to nove to deny the applicant's notion to strike
and, as recomended by staff, take adm nistrative
noti ce.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Silvestri. Do we have a second?

MR. HANNON:  Second.

MR. MORISSETTE: | will ask the
Counci | for any discussion one by one. M. Quliuzza,
any di scussion?

M5. GULI UZZA: No di scussion, Thank
you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: M. Lynch, any
di scussi on?

(No response.)

MR. MORI SSETTE: kay, we'll nove
on. M. Hannon, any discussion?

MR. HANNON: No, thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: M. Harder, any

10
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di scussi on?

MR. HARDER  No di scussi on.
MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. For
voting purposes, | wll now go one by one, as well.

Ms. Quliuzza, how do you vote?
M5. GULI UZZA:  Approved.
MR. MORI SSETTE: M. Lynch, how do

you vote?

B

response.)

3

MORI SSETTE: M. Hannon, how do
you vote?
MR. HANNON. Vote to approve the

notion to deny.

3

MORI SSETTE: M. Silvestri?

3

SILVESTRI: Vote to approve the
notion to deny.

MR. MORISSETTE: And | will also
approve the notion to deny. The notion is approved.

MR. HARDER: This is M ke Harder. |
don't think you got ny vote. | also approve the notion
to deny.

MR MORISSETTE: |'msorry. |
t hought we did that. Thank you.

Ckay. Myving on to Item C,

Adm ni strative Notice Taken by Council. | wish to call

11
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your attention to those itens shown on the Hearing
Program nmar ked as Roman Nunber 1 C, itens 1 through 96.
Does the petitioner, or any party or intervenor, have
an objection to the itens that the Council has

adm nistratively noticed?

Att or ney Hof f man?

MR. HOFFMAN. No objection, sir.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you.

Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano?

MR. FRIEDLER  No objection.

MR MORI SSETTE: Attorney
G anqui nto?

M5. G ANQUI NTO. No objection.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Accordingly, the
Counci | hereby adm ni stratively notices these existing
docunent s.

Movi ng on to the appearance on the
side of the petitioner. WII| the petitioner present
its witness panel for the purpose of taking the oath?
Attorney Bachman will adm nister the oath. Pl ease
begin by verifying all exhibits by the appropriate
sworn w tness.

MR. HOFFMAN:. Thank you, M.
Morissette. For purposes of Attorney Bachman

adm nistering the oath, Geenskies is proffering the

12
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follow ng witnesses: Megan Raynond, M ke Gagnon,
Jean- Paul LeMarche, G na Wl fman, and Ryan Li nares.

M5. BACHVAN. |f the wi tnesses could

pl ease just raise their right hand.

ME GAN RAY MON D

MI CHAEL GAGNON,

JEAN- PAUL Le MARCHE,

GI NA WOL FMAN,

RY AN LI NARES,
call ed as witnesses, being first duly sworn
(renotely) by Attorney Bachman, were exam ned
and testified on their oaths as foll ows:

MR. HOFFMAN. Wth the Council's
permssion, | wll take the wi tnesses through the
exhi bits marked as Roman Nuneral 11, letter B, for
I dentification and have them swear to themfor full
exhibits, M. Mrissette.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Pl ease conti nue.
Thank you.

MR. HOFFMAN. M. LeMarche, are you
famliar with the exhibits that have been marked in
Roman Nuneral 11B for identification purposes?

MR LeMARCHE: Yes. Can you say
what that is specifically?

MR. HOFFMAN: Certainly. 1It's the

13
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Petition for Declaratory Ruling and Petitioner's
Responses to Various Interrogatories dated July 23rd,

August 20th, 24th, and several interrogatories on

Septenber 24th, including fromthe Siting Council, M.

Hanson, and PRESS, as well as various pieces of
prefiled testinony.

MR. LeMARCHE: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN. Did you prepare or
cause to be prepared the informati on contained in the
petition and in those interrogatory responses?

MR. LeMARCHE: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: Are they true and
accurate to the best of your know edge and belief?

MR. LeMARCHE: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN. Do you adopt those
Itens as sworn testinony in your testinony today?

MR. LeMARCHE: Yes, | do.

MR. HOFFMAN:. M. Linares, |'ll ask
you the sanme questions. Are you famliar with the
itenms marked in Roman Nuneral 1B for identification?

MR LI NARES: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN. Did you prepare or
cause to be prepared the nmaterials contained therein?
MR. LeMARCHE: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: |Is the information

14
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contained therein true and accurate to the best of your
knowl edge and belief?

MR LI NARES: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN.  And do you adopt those
Itens as your sworn testinony in today's hearing?

MR LI NARES:. Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: M ss Wl fman, | think
you can tell what's coming. Are you famliar with the
I tens that have been nmarked as exhibits for
I dentification purposes in Roman Nuneral 11 B?

M5. WOLFSON:  Yes, | am

MR. HOFFMAN. Did you prepare or
cause those materials to be prepared?

M5. WOLFMAN:  Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: Are they true and
accurate to the best of your know edge, information,
and belief?

M5. WOLFMAN:  They are.

MR. HOFFMAN: Do you adopt them as
your sworn testinony here today?

M5. WOLFMAN: | do.

MR HOFFMAN. M. Gagnon, are you
famliar with the itens that are in Roman Nuneral 11B?

MR, GAGNON:  Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN:.  And did you prepare or

15




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

cause those materials to be prepared?

MR, GAGNON:  Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: And are they accurate,
true, and conplete, according to your information,
know edge, and belief?

MR. GAGNON: Yes, they are.

MR. HOFFMAN. Do you adopt them as
your sworn testinony here today?

MR GAGNON:  Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: Ms. Raynond, are you
famliar with the itens |isted in Roman Nunmeral |1B on
t he Heari ng Progranf

M5. RAYMOND: Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN. Did you prepare those
materials or cause those materials to be prepared?

M5. RAYMOND: | did.

MR. HOFFMAN. Are they true and
accurate to the best of your know edge, information,
and belief?

M5. RAYMOND:  Yes.

MR. HOFFMAN: Do you adopt them as
your sworn testinony here today in this hearing?

M5. RAYMOND: | do.

MR. HOFFMAN: M. Mbrissette, with

that, | would offer up all ten itens in Roman IIB as

16
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full exhibits for the purposes of this hearing.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Does
any party object to the adm ssion of the petitioner's
exhibits? Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano?

MR. BONNANO. It's only Attorney
Bonnano that's here with you to save you the tine of
calling Attorney Friedler every tine. No objection
to -- | believe, Attorney Hoffrman, and you can j ust
correct nme, you just limted to Subsection B just 1
t hrough 107

MR. HOFFMAN: Not hing nore than B 1
t hr ough 10.

MR. BONNANO. Thank you. No
obj ecti on.

MR MORI SSETTE: Attorney
G anqui nt 0?

M5. G ANQUI NTO.  No, no objection.

MR. MORISSETTE: | will now begin
Wi th the cross-exam nation of the petitioner by the
Council, starting with M. Mercier.

MR. MERCIER: Thank you. |'mjust
going to begin by just going through the GCE s
responses to the Council interrogatories, set 1, to get
things started here.

So begi nning with response No. 7,

17
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this has to do with -- inter-row shadi ng was nenti oned
in the response. |I'mjust trying to determne if -- is
there a timng here where inter-row shading i s nost
preval ent and causes the nost | osses?

MR. LeMARCHE: This is Jean-Paul. |
can answer this. The wintertine is when inter-row
shading is nost severe. As the sun is lower in the
sky, there's nore shadi ng between rows.

MR MERCIER: |Is that over |ike,
say, a 2-nonth period, a 3-nonth period, or it's a
gr aduat ed point?

MR. LeMARCHE: Yeah. | nean, it is
graduated, so the winter solstice, that's the shortest
day of the year with the sun lowest in the sky would be
the worst, and it gets worse or better, depending on
how you | ook at it on either side of that.

MR. MERCIER. Now, is there a point
of the year where there is absolutely no inter-row
shading in this design?

MR. LeMARCHE: That's a conplicated
guestion. | guess it depends on how you define no
i nter-row shading. W designed the systemw th the
spaci ng in between the nodules to mnimze inpact of
I nter-row shadi ng throughout the year, and even in the

sumer, at the very, very end of the day, there's going

18
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to be sone shading fromnodule to nodul e, but at that
poi nt the production is so | ow because there's so
little radiation that it's not inpactful. So really,
the only -- there is sone |evel of shading throughout
the year, but it is only inpactful to the production in
the wintertinme nonths and on either side of that wth
sone spring invol ved.

MR. MERCIER:  You just nentioned
that you designed the site with inter-row shading in
m nd and naybe sone ot her design aspects. Wen | was
| ooki ng through sone of the materials, | saw a couple
of figures given, and naybe you can just confirmthem
with ne. |s the vegetative inter-row space between the
arrays 13 feet?

MR. LeMARCHE: | do not have that.

M ke or G na, are you able to answer that exact detail ?

M5. WOLFSON: Yes. | believe it's
13 feet.

MR. MERCIER. Okay. Now in the
response to an interrogatory posed by M. Hanson, No.
39, and then in the response to a PRESS i nterrogatory,
No. 16, different widths were given for the panel array
rows; one was 12.5, the other one was 11.9. [|'mjust
trying to determ ne what the actual width of the panel

I S.

19
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M5. WOLFSON: Did you -- is the
guestion -- this is Gna WIfmn. |[|s the question the
wi dth of the panels or the width of the road?

MR. MERCIER: Yes. The road. It's
listed two different ways; 12.5 and then also 11.09.

M5. WOLFSON: | don't have the
plans. M ke?

MR. GAGNON: Yes. This is Mke
Gagnon from M | one & MacBroom According to our detail
i n the drawi ngs on sheet SD2, we are show ng the
I nter-row spacing of 13 feet, but the actual panel
di nensi ons are shown as 6.56, basically tinmes 2, and
that dinmension is normal to the panel; in other words,
It doesn't represent the actual top down horizontal
di mensi on, which is approximately 12.5 feet.

MR. MERCIER: kay. Thank you. |
woul d assune that the response to PRESS interrogatory
16 where it nentioned 11.9, that it's inaccurate or
maybe refl ect another type of figure that's unknown.
Thank you for the clarification.

Now novi ng to response to
interrogatory No. 18, and this talks a little bit about
racki ng posts and driving the posts into the ground,
and there was a statenent in the response that stated

that the petitioner is going to conduct geotech borings

20
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Wi thin the proposed array area to verify soi
properties. Now, is the project currently designed on
assuned soil conditions right now?

MR. LeMARCHE: | can start that
answer. This is Jean-Paul. There's different types of
measurenents fromsoil that affect different aspects of
t he design, so the stormmater design, the civil design
of the project, | can |let Mke speak to, but that is
based of f of soil sanpling that has been conplete and
in the very detailed | evel of design when we are
speci fying the thickness of the posts that are driven
into the ground, the electrical perspective of the
feeders that are under the ground, we need sone nore
I nformation, such as recessivity and sone bearing tests
fromactual driving piles and pushing and pulling on
them So it is done in multiple stages. So, yes, we
have nade sone assunptions, but we've al so done sone
tests, and we will confirmwith future tests, and M ke
can speak to what tests have been done and what design
was based off of that.

MR. GAGNON: Yeah, so this is M ke
Gagnon again with M1l one & MacBroom Basically, the
current design, the way it's shown in the drawings is
based on a post driven racking system you know,

assum ng suitable soil conditions, but as stated in the

21
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docunents, further geotechnical tests will be
undertaken for the purposes of assessing the soil
properties relative to the support of the racking of
the system

MR. MERCIER: Okay. Thank you. |
just wanted to confirmthat aspect, and you did state
that there's no other stormvater design soil testing
required; is that correct?

MR. GAGNON: That's correct.

MR. MERCIER: For the racking, when
you install a post going down a linear row, what's the
typi cal spacing required, or would that be determ ned
duri ng geotech, neaning you drive one post and then you
woul d nove 8 feet over and drive another post down a
row. Do you have any infornmation as to what the
spacing i s between posts?

MR. LeMARCHE: | can't speak to what
t he exact spacing will be. That will be determ ned
based off the testing and the final design of the
equi pnent, but | would say it's on the order of 15 to
25 feet, sonething like that. It does depend, but it's
not a very large distance between.

MR. MERCIER: Thank you. 1'Ill nove
to interrogatory response No. 24. This question was

actually related to the top part of petition page 35,

22




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the first paragraph, which basically stated that the
east array area for class B soil, except for a limted
area of class B soil, and in the response it's says
approxi mately 48 percent of the site devel opnent area
Is wthin soil group C So I'mjust trying to
determne, is that response stating that 48 percent of
the existing soil in the east solar area, group C, has
a preexisting condition?

MR. GAGNON: Again, this is MKke
Gagnon. Yes, that refers to the easterly site area,
specifically.

MR. MERCIER. kay. | was reading
t hroughout the stormnater report, and | saw that you're
going to nodel this site as a site group C condition,
the entire site, but | didn't understand it if the DEEP
stormnat er division wanted to do a one group soil class
down, | guess you would call it, reduction, excuse ne,
to calculate, then why woul d you use group C for the
entire site if part of the site, alnobst 50 percent, is
calculated and identified as group C, preexisting?

MR. GAGNON: Yeah, so the site
was -- basically we determ ned that -- in other words,
the stormnat er cal cul ati ons do account for the stepdown
i n the hydrologic soil group as required in DEEP s

Appendi x | requirenents. The westerly site is
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predom nantly A and B soil, so that was stepped down to
a C You know, I would -- | think what we did is we
assuned that the westerly or the easterly site would be
al so a condition C, based on the stepdown.

MR MERCIER: Right. | guess I'm
saying if it's already a preexisting condition C for
hal f the site, why would you not step it down to D for
half the site for the east side?

MR. GAGNON: | woul d have to | ook at
the calculations to address that specifically. But,
again, it was the hydrologic soil group for the current
condition overall.

MR. MERCIER  Yes, | understand
t hat .

"' mgoing to nove on to question No.
28. There was, just prelimnary scheduling, it
basically stated that the west side area would start a
little later than the east side once construction
started because the golf course on the west side would
be abandoned. G ven that the current tineline does not
appear to be attainable, I'mjust trying to determ ne
I f when you go to construct the sites, wouldn't you
work in both areas at the sane tine, or are you goi ng
to start on the east side first and nove to the west

side? Do you have any prelimnary tinetable as to how
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this woul d proceed?

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl f man.
| believe the construction schedul e woul d have to be
finalized and determ ned once we know we're approved to
go, if that's the case, and it would be possible to
work on both sites at the sanme tinme because the west
si de woul d be decommi ssioned and not open to the public
I n the spring.

MR. MERCI ER.  kay.

M5. WOLFSON: O we could start with
the west side. That woul d have to be determ ned.
There are options, and you'd have to be flexible in the
schedul i ng.

MR. MERCIER: Wuld that be held up
by manpower or the | andowner itself?

M5. WOLFSON:. A variety of factors
that we assess at a later tine.

MR. MERCIER: Now, in GCE's
responses to the town's concerns that was attached to
M. Hanson's interrogatories, there were sone val ues
given for the land for both the east and west arrays.
For the west site -- the west array site it stated
that -- in response to that, 3.8 acres would be
di sturbed for construction. D d that 3.8 acres include

both construction of the stormmater basin, proposed
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stormvat er basin, and the solar field?

MR. GAGNON: This is M ke Gagnon.

Yes, | can answer that. That did include the
excavation required for the stormiater basin.

MR. MERCIER: Okay. Wbuld you have
just a figure or the solar field grading itself handy
or is it mxed in?

MR. GAGNON: If you ook in the plan
set, the actual grading on it is shown on LAl for the
west site that shows the grading that's going to occur
within the inside of the conpound area, and then sheets
LA2 and LA3 show the grading that's going to occur
wi thin the conpound area on the east site.

MR. MERCIER: | was just | ooking for
If you had information as to the acreage you're
creating in the solar field was both the east and west,
excl udi ng the stormmater addition.

MR. GAGNON: | do not have those
nunbers broken out separately, no.

MR. MERCIER. kay. Thank you.

Now, when you do the grading in the,
we'll just say the west side right now, in the solar
field area, you'll have sone exposed soil, and I
believe in the responses to the town that you provided

you state that the exposed areas woul d be hydroseeded

26




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

with tackifier within 72 hours of the final grading.

MR. GAGNON: Correct.

MR- MERCIER: Just to be clear, that
woul d be done, the hydroseeding, prior to post driving;
Is that correct?

MR. GAGNON: That woul d be the
attenpt. The idea would be that we would want all the
di sturbed sl opes, as a result of the grading, to be
stabi |l i zed.

MR. MERCIER: How | ong woul d you
have to wait for the seed that's applied to germ nate
and grow sufficiently to stabilize that before you can
start driving construction vehicles on that graded
area?

MR. GAGNON: So typically, you know,
that's a 2 or 3-week duration but, you know, it really
depends on the type of equipnent that they're going to
use to actually do the post driving. |It's been our
experience that they use small Bobcat type vehicles
W th post driving equi pnent and, in other words, snal
track vehicles and, again, | don't knowif there's
anybody el se on the teamthat could al so el aborate on
t hat .

MR. MERCIER: | understand you have

track vehicles, but I'"'mtrying to determ ne, you know,
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you can have the tracks tearing up the soil if it's not
properly vegetated after you hydroseed. So, again, I
was just |ooking for what you thought the tinmefrane
was. Are you thinking two or three weeks before you
can start doing anything in those areas; correct?

MR. GAGNON. Generally, yes.

MR. MERCIER: Okay. Now for the
west area, the northern portion which is not being
graded prior to post driving, will the existing turf
grass remain in place?

MR. GAGNON: Yes, that is the
I ntent.

MR. MERCIER: Okay. Now, during
construction you said there will be track vehicles and
the type of equi pnent for post driving and nodul e
pl acenent, things |ike that, where you have vehicles up
on the graded area and nongraded area. Are there any
I nternedi ate erosion controls specified in the sol ar
field area during construction to slow down any type of
erosion fromstormvater that may fall on disturbed
sl opes?

MR. GAGNON: Yes. So, again, this
Is Mke Gagnon. So on the sedinentation and erosion
control sheets in the drawi ngs, we do show sone rings

of what we call conpost filter tubes that actually wll
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be placed. As an exanple, if you |look at sheet SE2
where we have to reduce sonme of the hills within the
golf course area, we're actually showi ng rings of
conpost filtered tubes downgradi ent of those areas that
need to be di sturbed.

MR. MERCIER: | saw that on the
eastern area. \Wat about the west side? | didn't see
any proposed.

MR. GAGNON: Yeah. Oher than the
pl acenent of the perineter saltation controls, no,
there really isn't anything inside of the field that's
going to be placed in terns of the conpost filter tubes
that | referred to earlier.

MR MERCIER: Now, is there a
noni tor proposed? |f you receive a general permt, do
you have to have sone type of nonitor?

MR GAGNON: Yes. In response to a
construction general permt, weekly inspections nust be
conduct ed during construction to ensure that the sites
remain stable and also after significant rainfall
events, as well.

MR MERCIER: Now, is this nonitor
part of a construction team or they only show up once
a week? In other words, is he there every day doing

ot her tasks?
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MR. GAGNON: No. This would be a
consul tant, such as ourselves, that that would be their
sole responsibility. In other words, they would not
be -- they generally are not affiliated wth the actual
construction of the facility.

MR. MERCIER: Wuld the nonitor have
the authority to order corrective actions if they see
sonet hing going on in the mddle of the solar field
where you didn't specify any type of i medi ate
nmeasures, you know, sone type of erosion problem does
he have the authority to tell the contractor to fix the
area?

MR. GAGNON: Yes, absolutely, and
that's the purpose, or one of the purposes, of having
sonebody out there periodically is, obviously, if
conditions devel op where additional controls are
warranted, they can nake that call to the appropriate
people with the general contractor to nmake sure that
t hose neasures are enpl oyed.

MR. MERCIER: Thank you. Just going
back to the construction aspect of the project, whether
it's east side or west side, once you start driving the
post, what's the interval when workers will start
assenbling the racking frame, we'll call it, on the

post? Once a post is driven, would it be like three
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weeks before individuals can go in and start working on
a conpl eted row, for exanple?

MR. LeMARCHE: | can give sone input
there, unless you want to add anything first, M ke.

MR. GAGNON: No, Jean-Paul, that's
fine.

MR. LeMARCHE: There is not a
defined period of tine. | think it is typically done
differently on different projects. |In sone cases, for
| arge projects, there will be enough space on site
where there can be crews doing the pile driving and
they nove to a different section of the site and
continue pile driving where other crews will start
putting the nodules on, so there's no needed rest
period or time in between fromthat perspective.

For this project, specifically, and
projects on the general permt, | believe the limting
time period will have to do with erosion control
nmeasures, stabilization, and just making sure
everything is managed under the DEEP permt.

MR. MERCI ER:. Thank you. Reading

t hrough sone of the responses, | saw the term "racking
table" or "table.” |Is that just sinply a racking
frame, sonething that supports a panel? | think | saw

that on No. 38. It nentioned sonething called "table."
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MR. LeMARCHE: Yeah, | think that is
in reference to basically the frane of the -- the steel
frame that is supporting nodul es that stands between
the posts driven into the ground. So while they are
all sonmewhat interconnected, there are, in fact,

di screte sections of franme or table.

MR. MERCIER: Do you know how many
panel s each table can hol d?

MR. LeMARCHE: | don't know off the
top of my head. | know we addressed that in the
guestions sonmewhere.

G na, do you renenber that nunber?

M5. WOLFSON: | think we were -- the
question tal ked nore about the spacing between them and
not the nunber of panels in each. | would have to | ook
t hat up.

MR. MERCIER: Okay. Thank you.

Now, regarding the construction
aspect again, | understand that, you know, as part of
your construction phasing, you're going to go in and
establish controls and start doing site grading and
construct the stormwater basin before you do anything
el se. Once the stormnat er basins are constructed,
you're going to use themas sedinent trap, according to

the information submtted. So |I'mjust trying to get a
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handl e on how water will be discharged fromthe
sedi nent trap during construction, you know, if it
fills up. Howis that controlled? Sedinent control
and the water control.

MR GAGNON: So this is M ke Gagnon.
| can answer that. So what we did, each stormater
basin has a trapezoidal outlet control and the bottom
of the -- or the bottomof the V-notch of the trapezoid
and the weir wall is approximately 6 inches above the
bottom of the basin, which really provides, during
construction, a neans to store any potential sedinent
that may get into the basin but also offered -- during
the I onger termaffords sone degree of infiltration of
stormnater, particularly during smaller rainfall
events. So typically what we like to do, as a
tenporary neasure at the weir walls, is we'll actually
provide or call for stone, |ike an additional stone
weir |evel spreader to be placed at the weir wall so
that it actually enhances the storage capacity for
potential sedinent that nmay get into the basin, but
al so the stone wll provide a filtering of any water
t hat | eaves through the V-notch fromthe basin.

MR. MERCIER:  You said the V-notch
Is |ocated 6 inches above the bottom of the basin?

MR. GAGNON: That's right, yes.
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MR. MERCIER. So that's the point
where the water will |eave?

MR. GAGNON: Correct.

MR MERCIER: It wll |eave and
filter through like a rip-rap structure?

MR, GAGNON:  Yes.

MR MERCIER: If there's a |ot of
sedi nent, would the V-notches get clogged? At 6
I nches, it doesn't seemvery high. [I'mjust trying to
get an understanding of howit would work if it's
cl ogged or overflowed or anything of that nature.

MR. GAGNON: Yeah. Again, that's
t he purpose of having that other tenporary stone that |
spoke of, so that if the sedinent gets above the V --
and keep in mnd, the V-notch is opened all the way to
the top of the walls, so, you know, even if the
sedimrent were to get at a foot above the bottom of the
basin, the water would still be able to | eave, so to
speak, assum ng that the sedinent plume within the
basin was | evel .

But, again, we would recomend,
obvi ously, and this would be one of the things that the
conpliance nonitor would keep an eye on, is that any
accunmul ation within the basin should be renoved,

particularly if it approaches the bottom of the
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V- not ch.

MR MERCIER. (kay. So there is a
possibility that sedinent |aden water is going to | eave
this basin -- either basin early and filter through the
nodi fied rip-rap structure if there was a large storm
and it washed away -- caused an erosion problem |
t hought that the tension basin would retain water so it
could settle and di scharge water near the top. How do
you know this design is going to capture a |ot of
sedi nent that m ght accunulate that's suspended in the
water in the basin?

MR. GAGNON: W actually ran
conput ati ons based on the Connecticut Sedi nentation and
Erosi on Control Manual. | think those conputations
were provided as a supplenental information to
denonstrate that, based on the anount of disturbed area
that is contributing to the stormmater basins, that
they will be able to retain the anmount of sedi nent
bel ow t he bottom of the trapezoidal notch. And also
keep in mnd, too, that the majority of both sites, the
exi sting grass cover wll be retained, so that area,
you know, was assuned will not contribute any sedi nent
to the basins.

MR. MERCI ER: Thank you. Was that

sedi nent storage analysis, was that a part for the
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requi renment for a DEEP general permt, the cal cul ations
that you just tal ked about?

MR. GAGNON: | believe they are, but
we provided themanyway. | think they were -- again,
they were provided as suppl enental information.

MR. MERCIER: To the DEEP stornmater
di vi si on?

MR. GAGNON: That, | don't know, but
| know it was provided to the Council.

MR. MERCIER M question is is that
type of information necessary to retain your general
permt through the general permt process?

MR. GAGNON: | believe so, yes.

MR. MERCIER: Move on to Counci
I nterrogatory response No. 38. This response has to do
wi th questions regarding potential erosion in elevation
after the site is constructed and operational, would
t hat have any effect on any type of erosion and
resul ting sedi nentation?

And in the second part of the
response it tal ks about different grades at the east
and west arrays. O the proposed arrays, sone woul d be
between 9 and 15 percent, sonme will be between 2 and 9
per cent .

In any event, according to the

36




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

DEEFP' s proposed appendi x | revision of the general
permt, there's a condition for post construction
neasures, such as |evel spreaders, terraces, or berns

whose spokes are greater than 5 percent but |ess than

10 percent. | didn't see any of these types of
features on the -- any of the plans submtted, nor did
| see any -- it wasn't brought up in the interrogatory

response, so is it the intent to install these features
on spokes that exceed 5 percent? Could it be |ess than
10 percent? Again, that's terraces, |evel spreaders,
or berns.

MR. GAGNON:  Yeah. It wasn't our
i ntent, unless requested as part of DEEP' s review, to
add those features. Again, it's been our experience on
simlar sites that we have not experienced any
significant erosion at the drip edge, keeping in m nd
that the way the panels are positioned, the water is
actually allowed to al so pass in between the panels.
So the way the tables are set up they're arranged in
portrait, | believe they're one over one portraits, so
that water, as opposed to sheet flowing off the entire
12 and a half foot plus or minus wwdth, it actually --
there's a gap m dway between the panel that the water
Is allowed to al so cast through. So, effectively, you

know, the anmount of runoff that is generated is only
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about 6 and a half feet. So, you know, as | stated,
there's actually a gap m dway between the table.

MR. MERCIER: kay. |'mjust
curious why DEEP' s stormmater plan would include that
In the appendix | if they're not going to require you
to doit. Dd you guys have any conversation -- did
GCE have any conversation with DEEP stormmater staff
regardi ng that type of stormwater control feature?

MR. GAGNON: | believe during the
pre-application neeting we had indicated that that was
the intent is that gaps would be provided between the
panel s so that, you know, there would be sone -- the
runof f would be able to | eave the panels at md row, as
opposed to collecting for the entire w dth.

MR. MERCIER: Okay. Thank you.

Just goi ng back to sone of the construction procedures.
We talked a little bit about you having track vehicles
and going through the sites driving posts and things of
that nature. |[If soils are conpacted fromthese types
of vehicles just before final seeding of the site when
construction is conpleted, is there any type of
activity that GCE is going to do to | oosen any soils to
be sure that the soils are not conpacted and any
resulting seed that's put down can grow properly?

MR. LeMARCHE: | don't think we have
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a detailed level of specification [ike that of if a
certain anmount of conpaction, that we will take a
certain activity to aerate or | oosen the soils. But
obvi ously we have to have the seed m xes grow and
established, so if there is activities that need to
t ake place, such as | oosening, in order to nake the
vegetati on established, then we will do those.

So |l think it's nore about we are
commtting to having the established vegetation and
t hen doing what's needed to reach that point.

MR. MERCIER: Who on site would
determ ne whether certain areas needed to be addressed
before a final seeding?

MR, LeMARCHE: | would assune it
woul d be a conbination of internal project nmanagenent,
as well as the third party i ndependent engi neer that
reviews it, along wwth DEEP. O course, if needed,
we'd consult with our own engi neering consultants.

MR. MERCIER. (kay, thank you.

Goi ng back to the stormnater basins,
after the site is constructed and it's now operational,
you' Il | have the stormnater basins with their rear
outlets. Can you describe -- is the discharge of the
water the sane as you explained earlier? 1Is it post

construction that it will sonehow fl ow over | and once
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it | eaves the basin area?

MR. GAGNON: This is M ke Gagnon
again. The water will generally |eave through the
V-notch in the weir wall. Just on the other side of
the V-notch, we have a rip-rap outlet protection to
di ssipate those flows prior to making -- prior to that
fl ow runni ng over |and down towards downgradi ent areas.

MR. MERCIER: How woul d you ensure
that water leaving that weir structure is not going to
be channelized into one area or -- how are you going to
make sure it's spread out once it | eaves?

MR. GAGNON: So the rip-rap outlet
protection that's provided at each wall was designed to
prevent that, so in addition to the rip -- you know, we
provi ded what we're going to call a rip-rap energy
di ssi pator, but at the end of that dissipator, we are
constructing essentially a |l evel spreader that's being
constructed al so out of the sanme stone as the outlet,
and really the function of that is to dissipate the
flow so that you don't create any point source
di scharge beyond that point or beyond the outlet.

MR MERCIER. Well, the western
array area, | understand that the property owner
appears to be at the end of that section, and you're

going to be occupying a portion of the golf course
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t hat' s abandoned. Once the waters fromthe stormater
basin is discharged, this is post construction, do you
know what services or activities are planned on that
site below the discharge point, or is it going to be
turf grass that's abandoned, or are you going to plant
meadow speci es? Do you have any idea?

MR. GAGNON: Really the intent is to
| eave that area as neadow, essentially neadow grass.

MR. MERCIER. Wuld that area be
under your control or the property owner's control once
it leaves the weir structure? OQutside the storm basin
structure. Excuse ne.

MR. GAGNON: | believe the area
outside the fence of the facility would then becone the
responsibility of the property owner.

MR. LeMARCHE: Ryan, can you speak
to that if you know what the | andowner's intents are?

MR. LINARES: Yes. This is Ryan
Li nares. As of right now, there are no plans for the
| andowner to do anything with that excess property. It
wi |l be under his control.

MR. MERCIER. Okay. The only
guestion | have is | saw a sand trap that's preexisting
ri ght bel ow your weir structure, so | wasn't sure.

Just beyond the sand trap is a wetland, so |'mjust
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trying to determne if any flow from your stornmater
structure is going to go into the sand trap or sonehow
channel i ze around the sand trap and enter the wetl and.
That was ny question.

MR. GAGNON:  Yeah. And, again, this
Is M ke Gagnon. Again, the design of those rip-rap
outlet protection areas are designed to dissipate the
energy such that as those flows | eave that area, the
idea is that they will becone nonerosive, and | believe
that sand trap is actually a little bit higher than the
outl et or the basin.

MR. MERCIER. kay. Thank you.

For the outlet of the east side
basin, it appears that's pretty close to proximty to a
paved golf cart path. | wasn't sure if there's any
nodi fications to the golf cart path or any type of flow
operations so it doesn't inpact the golf path or run
down the golf path. Do you have any information on
t hat ?

MR. GAGNON: Again, the intent there
I's beyond the rip-rap outlet protection, we're going to
be installing a blanket of pernmanent erosion control
bl anket to make sure that that area between the paved
path area and the rip-rap outlet remains stabilized,

and then as the flow hits that path, that's actually
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going to provide a greater -- we see it as a greater
degree of dissipation, so, if anything, that path wll
actually act like a | evel spreader when the flow hits
t hat point.

MR. MERCIER: Is that path already
there, or is that sonething that's going to be
constructed as part of the project?

MR. GAGNON: That's going to be
constructed as part of the project.

MR MERCIER |Is there a certain
type of pitch? Howis it pitched?

MR. GAGNON: We envision it wll be
pitched in the direction towards the west, and
approximately 2 percent is generally the acceptable
cross sl ope.

MR. MERCIER: kay. Thank you.

In the GCE's response to the town
comments, that's part of that one interrogatory, there
was tal k of the Town of Stonington G oundwater
Protection District. D d the town provide you with any
gui dance docunent, or anything of that nature, of
measures to undertake due to construction within their
groundwat er protection overlay district?

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fnman.

To ny know edge, they have not provided anything, and
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we did receive comments back fromthe town planner that
the third party engi neer, the town engi neering
consultant, was satisfied with the responses, but we
didn't receive any feedback about any speci al
construction protocols.

MR. MERCIER: kay. Thank you.

That's all the question that |I have right now Thank
you very nuch.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Mer ci er.

W will continue cross-exam nation
by the Council with M. Harder. Thank you.

MR. HARDER Yes, thank you. | have
a few questions.

The first one, a couple questions
probably about visibility. | knowthat -- | believe in
response to the petitioner's response to the town's
comments there was an indication that the petitioner be
wlling to work with the residents to nodify the
screening provisions, and |'mwondering -- that's one
of the issues, probably the nost significant issue for
me, anyway, would be the visibility. Frankly, the view
of the fence, to ne, 1'd rather | ook out and see the
sol ar panels than the fence. Just the way it's

presented, anyway, in sone of the sinulations.
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So I'mwondering if soneone coul d
describe or discuss a little bit how nmuch nore the
petitioner is wlling to do, how nuch nore woul d be
done to screen the system including this fairly large
stretches of fence line that present a visual issue, as
far as |I'm concerned, al so.

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fnman.
| believe we woul d consider addressing that separately.
You know, nmaybe away fromthis proceeding we'd be
wlling to. W actually have tried -- we did try to do
that. That was the intent by reaching out early on so
that we could get feedback and incorporate that into
the plans and the petition. W did our best at the
time and, you know, that was the hope, that we'd get
sone specific feedback on the plans and we woul d
consider it at that point.

MR. HARDER: Coul d you, | guess,
descri be how nmuch nore you could do or would do, |
guess, to see if it's feasible to screen the entire
| ength of the fencing?

MR. LeMARCHE: This is Jean-Paul. |
t hi nk screening, in general, along with fence line is
feasible. W're open to really many different
arrangenents, so it's hard to say well, X anobunt or

sone quantitative anmount is acceptable and sone
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guantitative anount isn't acceptable, but we' re happy
to work with surroundi ng nei ghbors or town. |f people
provi de feedback and say we would like this, we would
|i ke that, we'd absolutely consider it, and there's not
really a set limt. |It's just trying to find what
makes peopl e happy and what we can do.

| mean, |'msure there are some
types of plants or screenings or trees that are not
feasible that wouldn't grow in the area, that would
take too long. There are sone things that probably
just don't work, but I'"'mnot going to say that there's
a hard line. It's really a negotiation. W're happy
to have those di scussions.

MR. HARDER  Fair enough. Thank
you.

My next question is on the
application section 3.6, the deconm ssioning plan.
There's a note about the concrete pads. It says,
"Concrete pads wll be broken up and haul ed to a near by
facility where it will be accepted nost likely at no
charge." That one caught ny eye. |'mnot aware of a
| ot of places that accept waste at no charge. So could
you give us a little better idea of what's behind that?

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fnman.

The nunbers that were presented in the deconm ssioning
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plan were all estinmates. They were based on a tenplate
that we had worked with up in Massachusetts and on
other sites around here. W nodified that and that's a
nunber that would -- at the tinme we would finalize and
provide a nore accurate estimte, but we're talking,
you know, a couple of decades in the future, and as far
as the other nunbers and the | abor rates and the

sal vage estimate, we assune nost of the materials can
be recycled. This is a market that's energing. There
are not many, if any, facilities being deconm ssioned
at this tine, and we have to do our best to cone up

Wi th nunbers for 15, 20 years fromnow. W would only
anticipate that the market would be there for recycling
and sal vagi ng these materi al s.

MR. HARDER:  That's understood. |
really was | ooking specifically or referring
specifically to the concrete pads and the comrent about
t hem bei ng accepted at no charge. | nean, | understand
that concrete can sonetines be recycled, but I'm
wondering if that is what is anticipated here also for
the concrete pads. Again, even in nost cases | think
of those kinds of facilities there's a charge, so | was
wondering. It seened |ike sonething specific was in
m nd here because of the comment "nost |likely at no

charge."

47




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

M5. WOLFSON: Maybe it was an
assunption that it could go to naybe for solid or
muni ci pal waste, but it's sonething that we can | ook
into and refine. The pads are not that large. W
could revisit that estimate, if needed.

MR. HARDER  Ckay. It sounds |ike
It mght have been wi shful thinking in sone ways. But
okay. Not a big deal, | guess, at this point.

In the section 3.5, "Operation and
Mai nt enance" there was a comment, "The project would be
t horoughly i nspected at designhated intervals." Can you
expl ain what that neans, "designated interval s"?

M5. WOLFSON:  We do have an
I nspection sheet and there are various different tasks,
itens that were included in the petition appendix wth
the L & Mmaterials, and several things are inspected
annual ly, including the electrical system all of the
equi pnent, the grounds, the fencing, anything rel ated
to safety. Also the stormnwater, neasures that are in
pl ace, al so inspected, and we do have renote nonitoring
as wel | .

MR. HARDER: Ckay. So it was
referencing that schedule, | guess, those intervals
designated in that plan?

M5. WOLFSON:  Yes.
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MR. HARDER: All right. Thank you.

| have a question about the
proximty of the arrays to the renmining golf holes,
actually. [I'massumng that on the western side, the
west array, that none of the golf holes will be in use
in the future; is that correct?

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fnman.
Yes, that's correct.

MR. HARDER Ckay. On the east side,

t hough, I'massumng that's not the case. | know the
hol es on the other side of Elnridge Road would still be
i n play, and sone of the holes on the south side of
El nti dge Road would be in play. Could you indicate --
|"m | ooking -- the one that catches ny eye nost is the
hole that's -- | think it's a green, actually, that's
right in the interior corner of the array property, if
you will, or the array area. | don't know what the
hol e nunbers are, so | can't say, but ny issue is
assumng not all the golfers are scratch golfers that
are going to play here, there will probably be sone
balls flying around that m ght strike the arrays, and
"' mwondering what -- have you thought about that? |Is
it a concern? |Is there other provisions, |ike netting,
that would be put up to protect the arrays? Wuld you

di scuss that?
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M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fnman
again. W have discussed that and the | andowner and
manager of the course will be redesigning certain holes
to cone up with an 18-hole configuration. So we have
been working with himon that, and we don't have a
final plan yet at this point, but we do al so have a
provision in our | ease agreenent that allows for just,
you know, working together in the future, whether it's
wi th | andscapi ng or redesigning or configuring a hole
that would help with that. W don't know at this point
how many -- we can't anticipate or estinmate how nmany
golf balls would be going that way, but we did walk the
course with him and he had sone good infornation on
where people are shooting, in which direction, where
the balls | and based on the groundskeepi ng and where
they actually see, you know, balls that are |ost, and
we did have those discussions with him and we'll
continue to work together on that.

MR. HARDER  Ckay. Looking, again,
at the east array, |'mguessing there's a good chance,
obvi ously, there wll be holes retained or new hol es
constructed to the east of the east array, but to the
north there's one that goes all along El nridge Road and
t hen another one to the west of the east array. In

your agreenent or discussions wth them have you
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reached any agreenent, are there any provisions for
certain areas to be restricted where play would be
prohi bited, or would there be m ni mum separati ng

di stances? Have you tal ked about that kind of detail
bet ween the arrays and any play areas?

M5. WOLFSON:  Ryan Linares and |
have spoken with the | andowner, and | believe the hole
to the west of the east array, it would remain in play,
but people would be driving dowhill, and the other one
would remain in play, and there's an existing row of
trees, deciduous and evergreen trees, along there that
woul d be retained, and we didn't see that that would be
an i ssue.

MR. LeMARCHE: | just want to add --
go ahead, G na.

M5. WOLFSON: |It's based on the play
and how people -- I'mnot a golfer, so | can't really
coment on the design or the length of the fairway and
how many shots it would take to nmake it up to that
green, but we had been discussing that.

MR. HARDER: | think it's sonething
that we would | ook for, you know, that that issue be
addr essed.

And just one thing, the final

cooment 'l make is you nentioned about there being a
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line of trees. | ama golfer and one of the things
that we always think about or keep in mind is that the
trees are 90 percent air, so when you hit a ball into a
tree, there's always a good chance that it conmes out
the other side. So a line of trees may not provide the
protection. But as long as that's sonething that's
going to be dealt wth so that, you know, undue danmage
fromour golf balls doesn't becone a problem You
know, that's what |I'm concerned about, so.

MR. LeMARCHE: This is Jean-Paul. |
guess one point | want to make is that the nodul es
t hensel ves are rated for pretty high loads. This is
not just like glass of a windshield or a wndow. It's
really specially tailored glass, and the typical rating
is for hail, but the hail rating test that is usually
done for nodules is golf ball sized hail at 60 mles an
hour. So there could be a good anobunt of golf ball
strikes, if they were to happen, that woul dn't
necessarily do any damage either.

So | think, while we do want to work
with the | andowner in advance and set up a plan that
would mnimze risk, I think we also intend to see what
happens as it goes and how nuch damage woul d real ly be
caused, but | don't think it's as much as woul d be

feared and | just --
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| guess | want to ask you a
clarifying question of, you said you were |ooking for a
solution for that? Wat exactly would you want to see?
What are you | ooking for fromus?

MR. HARDER Well, | don't have any
specific solution in mnd. | guess the only thing |
wanted to make sure is that it's an issue that is
ei ther being addressed or woul d be addressed. | think
we can agree, obviously, a good size hailstormwth
golf ball sized hail would probably be nore of a test,
| guess, than the odd golf ball flying around every
couple of days. But soreally that's it. | want to
make sure that it's sonething that is on the agenda and
whether it's the strength of the glass itself or
whet her it's sone backup provisions |ike netting,

whatever. Golf balls fly at nore than 60 mles an

hour, | think, at |east for sone golfers anyway. |
don't know -- when they go up in the air as far as they
do and they cone back down to earth, | don't know how
fast they're going at that point. | just want to nake

sure it's sonething that's on the agenda. That's all.
MR LeMARCHE: Under st ood.
MR. HARDER: That is the | ast
question | had. Thank you.
MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
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Harder. | think this is a good point for us to take a
15-m nute break. W' ||l see everybody back here at 335,
and we'll commence with questioning with M. Hannon.
Thank you.

(Wher eupon, a recess was taken from
3:21 p.m wuntil 3:35 p.m)

MR. MORISSETTE: W're ready to
conti nue cross-exam nation. W continue with M.
Hannon. Thank you.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. | just want
to make sure -- one clarification. |'mpretty sure
this was discussed, but the intent is to maintain 18
hol es of a golf course, shut down 9 holes and in lieu
of the 9 holes being shut down, that would be the area
associated with the solar project; correct?

MR. LINARES. That is correct, yes.

MR. HANNON. Can you hear ne?

M5. WOLFMAN:  This is G na Wl fman.
Currently three holes on the west side, all three of
t hose woul d be decomm ssioned and the other six would
be -- I'"'mnot necessarily sure if they're all within
the footprint of the east, but the golf course would be
reconfigured with 18 on the land north of Elnridge Road
and sout h.

MR. HANNON. So what you were
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referring to earlier, sois it the property owner's
flexibility as to which holes they actually utilize for
the 18 holes for the course? It sounds |like that nay
be a possibility.

MR. LeMARCHE: | think the answer is
that, yes, using sone of the |and of the golf course
for the solar project, nine holes will be
deconm ssioned. There will be an 18-hole golf course.
The exact |ocation of 18 holes and where he puts his
gol f course is not sonething that we have conplete
control of. W can give himfeedback and work with him
to make sure that it's designed in such a way to
respect our project and not send golf balls into it too
much. It's his land, it's his golf course, it's his
deci si on.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. Thank you.

My next question is related to
i nformation in the M| one MacBroom docunent. | think
this is in the general application. It talks about one
of the other benefits of deconm ssioning 9 holes of
golf will result in 33 percent decrease in use of
chem cals and fertilizer for turf maintenance and 33
percent decrease in water fromthe brook. Do you have
any idea how nuch chemcals and fertilizer, whether

it's tons or what that nunber is, that would be
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decreased? You nmay not because it's not your
particul ar project, the golf course.

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fman.
We do know there are various product nanes of different
chem cals that we've |l earned fromand that information
I s avail abl e.

MR. HANNON: The reason |'m ki nd of
asking is it really nmay be nore the water because |I'm
| ooki ng at, again, page 32 under "Existing Golf Course,
Turf Mai ntenance, and Water Usage," and it | ooks as
t hough the average 5-year w thdrawal was about
8,400,000 gallons a year. So assuming if you knock a
third of that off, you get the diversion permts for 40
mllion gallons per year, has any consi deration been
given to possibly nodifying the diversion permt so
there's not as nuch water, sort of accounted for where
It may serve ot her purposes? |If the golf course isn't
going to use it, is there a way to possibly reduce the
permt so they still get the water they need, but it
may actually open up water for other uses?

MR. LeMARCHE: This is Jean-Paul.
You're referencing the permt that the golf course has
Wth the existing water; right? Prior to this project?

MR, HANNON:  Yes.

MR. LeMARCHE: | understand what
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you're saying, | think it nmakes sense, but | don't
thi nk we have the ability to comment on what the
| andowner and golf course is going to do.

MR. HANNON. Have there been any
di scussi ons about that at all?

MR. LeMARCHE: |'m not aware of any
di scussions. G na or anyone, are you aware?

M5. WOLFSON:  |'m not aware of any
di scussions on limting the water.

M5. RAYMOND: Sane as ne.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. Thank you.

Again, in the MI|one on page 28, |

just need a clarification on this. [|I'mnot sure what a

Second Order Soil Survey is. Can you please briefly
describe it for me?

M5. RAYMOND: Sure. This is Megan
Raynond. |'ma soil scientist. Essentially what a
second order soil survey is, I'mgetting alittle

f eedback in ny headphones, is that we have a macro

scal e and our CS mapping of the property, and then we

go and actually sanple the soils to refine the
boundari es between mapped soil types. So it's
basically just an onsite survey. |It's alittle bit
It's a direct evaluation, as opposed to using macro

scal e resources.
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| was just going to add in this
particul ar instance, just given that that soil survey
was specific to conducting a wetland delineation, the
essential criteria there was just to evaluate all of
the encountered soils to define the boundary between
poorly drained soils and delineate those wetlands. It
wasn't necessarily -- there wasn't an additional soil
eval uation that was conducted prior to the stornmuater
design, but the second soil that's described in that
wet | and report was specific to a wetland del i neati on.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. | just
wanted to verify sonmething. M/ understanding is that
t he wetl and delineations were done in the fall of 2019
and the wnter of 2020. There may be a coupl e of
potential pool sites |ocated on the property but
that -- sonebody had gone back out to the site three
different tines in the spring to determ ne whet her or
not they were a viable pool; is that correct?

M5. RAYMOND: That's correct.

MR. HANNON: | just wanted to nake
sure the timng was correct on that.

This is a question that M. Mercier
had raised earlier, and I'ma little confused as to how
sone of the grouping may have been done on the site and

associated with stormmater. On page 35 of MIone and
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MacBroom it says, "Based on the test of the hydrol ogic
group,”™ which I think we've seen, and that was stepped
down to soil C. I'mlooking at the interrogatories on
No. 24, page 9 referring to page 35, approxi mately what
percentage the site developnent is in soil C group.
That says approximately 48 percent of the site's
devel opnent area is wthin the hydrol ogic soil group C
and then when you go back and | ook at the stornmuater
report by MI|one & MacBroom on page 17, it talks
about -- this is the second to | ast paragraph, it talks
about, "Hydrologic soil group C and D was assuned for
t he proposed conditions in accordance with recent
Connecti cut DEEP policies regarding solar projects.”

So on one area you're saying that
it's C, and in another area you're saying it's C and D,
so l"'mjust trying to figure out exactly what it is.

MR. GAGNON: This is M ke Gagnon
again with Mlone & MacBroom So essentially what we
didis we verified the hydrol ogic soil groups that were
publ i shed in the NRCS data and, for the nobst part, you
know, there's a m x between essentially the majority of
the site is, let's call it hydrologic group B. So what
we did in the proposed cal culations within the conmpound
area, the limts, is we did do the stepdown in

accordance wth appendix |, and there were sone
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I nstances where there were small areas of existing
hydrol ogic group C that we actually stepped it down to
D, and | think that's what you were seeing there.

In regards to our response No. 24, |
think that's sonething that may warrant sone additi onal
clarification because | believe, and I'm you know,
and, again, we wll substantiate that, | think that 48
percent read is a result of after the stepdown in that
ar ea.

MR. HANNON: The reason |'m asking
I s because in one spot in the interrogatories you're
sayi ng approxi mately 48 percent of the site devel opnent
is within hydrologic soil group C, so that, to ne, is
nmore than a couple of little spots.

MR. GAGNON: Yes. | think that's in
response after the stepdown. So what we did is we
stepped it down fromB down to C, but, again, we can
certainly clarify that.

MR. HANNON: I n the stormater
report, | hate to keep bouncing around, but |'m going
with the flow of sone of the things | was reading. Can
you please explain, I'ma little confused between your
five test pits and your five DEEP hole test pits. Wre
they done in the sane areas? Because | notice on page

10, the mddle of the page, it talks about filling a
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total of five test pits that were done by hand to a
depth of 24 inches, but then on page 14 it tal ks about
five DEEP hole test pits, but | didn't see any test

I ndications. | saw the DEEP test pit. I'mjust trying
to make sure | understand what --

MR. GAGNON: So the shall ow test
pits, we refer to those in |laynen's terns, as shovel
tests, and those were the shallow test pits that were
taken to verify the hydrol ogic soil classification,
whereas the DEEP hole test pits that were taken, those
were taken specifically in the area of classified soils
and to ensure that there weren't going to be adverse
condi tions that woul d preclude the stormater
managenent basi ns being there, such as presence of
| edge, high ground water conditions, and the |ike.

So there was a difference really for
t he purposes of the two, so the DEEP hole test pits
were exclusively for the stormnater basins, whereas the
ot her shallower test pits were taken throughout the
sites to verify the surface soil conditions.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. On the
western site can you tell nme about the percentage of
the site that's being regraded?

MR, GAGNON: | woul d say

approxi mately 40 percent, plus or mnus. And, again,
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it's the area for the construction of the -- you know,
the access roads on into the -- going into the site.
Qobviously, the footprint of the stormwater basin, and
then there's an area of the existing sl ope upgradi ent
of the stormnater basin, if that's going to be regraded
and really that's to -- there's a lot of ovulations in
the existing terrain in that area that we want to
flatten out to nmake it nore advant ageous for
construction of the solar racking.

MR. HANNON: And then the sane
guestion for the eastern site. That |ooks like a |ot
| ess.

MR. GAGNON: Yes, that site is a lot
| ess, and really the intent there is there are sone --
for exanple, on sheet LA2 there's two areas that are
east of the stormwater basin where there's sone
existing hills that were devel oped for the golf course
that have to be leveled, and then there will be an area
to the south of the stormmater basin that we're going
to grade a diversion swale to direct the flow fromthe
upl and sl ope towards the basin and then, obviously,
then the area or the footprint of the basin wll
require a regrading, as well. So the overall
percentage on the east site is considerably | ess.

That's probably in the order of 20 or 30 percent.
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MR. HANNON: Thank you. A question
on the interrogatory. This is interrogatory No. 30 and
it tal ks about the cotton fill and the net cubic yards,
so it |ooks as though it's alnost 1,841 cubic yards of
cut, but the paragraph below that it also tal ks about,
"It appears as though there is sone high quality gravel
there." |s nost of that gravel fromthe western site?

MR. GAGNON:  Yes. And that was
based on our observations when we did the DEEP hole
test pits on the west side. It was bel ow the topsoi
| ayer. It was predom nantly gravel. W understand,
given the history of that site, that a |lot of that
area, years ago, was mned for gravel as well. And
this is, you know, just the west site.

MR. HANNON. Thank you. | have a
question about the decomm ssioning plan, and seeing as
how t here has been sone docunentation provided to the
Siting Council saying that you could be nore than a
mllion dollars off on your nunbers. Can you pl ease
expl ain where you cane up with these nunbers?

M5. WOLFSON: Hi, this is Gna
Wl fman. So the nunbers did assune there would be a
sal vage rate for, you know, recycling of nost of the
materials. So that's where there could be a

difference. W haven't had an opportunity to
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recal cul ate anything but, as | nentioned earlier, if
you call a facility today, you'll get a nunber that's
very different than one that m ght be in the future
where the market is at that point. So we can only
guess that, you know, what those nunbers m ght be.

They woul d definitely be going down if nore projects
are being decomm ssioned. It's a supply and denmand and
econom cs i ssue.

So there was a high -- there was an
assunption that many of the materials could be recycled
and sal vaged. That m ght adjust it.

MR. HANNON:  Woul d that include the
sol ar panel s?

M5. WOLFSON:  Yes.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. Conti nui ng
on wth the interrogatories, No. 37 tal ks about
concrete pads being poured on site and tal ked about
establishing a washout area for the concrete truck, and
| guess I'mhaving a little bit of difficulty with the
final location is subject to the approval by the
applicant's representative or engi neer and al so | ooki ng
at the concrete washout area, it is basically stating
that the engineer is supposed to be making the final
decision. | would think that that's sonething that the

Siting Council would have sone say on as to where it
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goes. I'mnot sure that | would like to see it |ocated
within 50 feet of trees, wetlands, or sonething of that
nature. | mght be | ooking at sonething of a greater

di st ance.

MR. GAGNON: This is M ke Gagnon. |
can address that. So that's sonething that we woul d
address, obviously, in the construction docunents but,
again, the intent there would be to | ocate that
facility so that it is well upland of any wetl and
resource area and |, you know, |ooking at the wetland
site, for exanple, which is pretty confined by a
100-f oot buffer to the wetland areas, | would envision
that that washout area would definitely be upland or
away fromthose areas and would be provided in a spot
that is not going to interfere with any ot her
construction, as well.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. Agai n,
sticking wth the interrogatories, No. 15. | think
this was also a question that was rai sed by sone of the
other parties, and it's referring to wll the
petitioner conduct outreach to |ocal energency
respondents prior to the separation and offer prior
el ectrical safety training if requested, and to al so
followup on that, if you could maybe provi de sone

I nformation as to what you would do there, and if there
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were a fire at this type of project, how would that be
brought under control? Wuld it be water, would it be
foam that does not have detox in it? Could you provide
sone information on that, please?

MR. LeMARCHE: | can speak to that.
So answering your second question first in terns of how
woul d the fire departnent respond if there were a fire.
We are not experts in fire managenent. W are not the
fire departnent. W can't directly answer that
guestion. | have never experienced a situation or seen
a situation where fire departnents are proposing using
the fire retardant foamthat is specifically used for,
| guess, aeronautical purposes or petrol eum purposes
that has the -- init for solar. | don't think that's

a possibility or typically done. How they would use

wat er, how they would mtigate it, | really can't speak
to that. | think that is a question for the fire
depart nent.

In terns of our interface with them
post construction prior to operation, yes, we typically
wi | I make oursel ves avail able and reach out to those
| ocal first responders with a training, neeting
sem nar, however they best want it to be done. W wl]l
show t he points of disconnect to the project, a map to

the site, access, and give an education on solar and
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where the electricity is and the details of it, as well
as answer any questions that they have about the
proj ects and solar in general.

MR. HANNON: So part of your
di scussion with the fire departnment would not be how to
treat it but just to advise where all the critical
conponents are, and it's up to the fire departnent to
work into their regi nen how t hey woul d address such an
| ssue should it occur?

MR. LeMARCHE: That's typically how
we handle it. |[If they're looking to us for that
expertise of howto treat it, | nean, we don't have
that. We can try and connect themw th people, we can
| earn about it in the industry and help, but we are not
experts on it and can't speak to it.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. The next
few questions deal with the stormmvater basins and a
gener al approach.

The stormnat er basins that you have
on the plans submtted to the Siting Council, are they
I n as nuch detail as you would be submtting to
Connecticut DEEP for a stornmwater denpb permt, or is
that just sort of a general |ocation and you would have
to work out nore specific details with the stormater

general application?
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MR. GAGNON: This would be the sane
| evel of detail that we would include with a general
permt application.

MR. HANNON: The reason |I'm aski ng
I s because | believe it was the letter submtted
9/ 24/ 20 from M. Trinkaus. |'mjust |ooking at the
conclusion, and I don't know how you want to approach
this. So, for exanple, in his conclusion he's saying
t he ground nounted solar array, as proposed, wll cause
adverse environnental inpact, the design of the storm
wat er managenent practices is not in conpliance with
Connecti cut DEEP 2004 manual, the basins do not address
water quality or the increased runoff volunme which wll
be generated fromthe site and your erosion control
pl ans are not in conpliance with the 2002 DEEP
guidelines, so I'mjust curious as to what your take is
on that.

MR. GAGNON: Again, we provided the
cal culations to support the stormnater basins based on
the contributing drai nage areas to those basenents,
so -- and we've denonstrated that the basins w ||
reduce peak flows considerably, and that's al so based
on, as | stated earlier, a stepdown condition of the
soil groups. So, in fact, you know, the runoff

condition fromthe sites are going to be increased
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because of the difference in the hydrol ogic soil group,
but also relative to stormmater quality, we ran those
conps, as well, and we've denonstrated that bel ow --
that 6 inches below the V-notch in the weir that we're
able to address the water quality volune requirenents
based on the site paraneters.

MR. HANNON: And if | read it
correctly, ny understanding is that your cal cul ati ons
called for the panel as being treated as pervious.

MR. GAGNON. That's correct.

MR. HANNON: |f the agency
determ nes that, for whatever reason, that the panels
needed to be treat as inpervious, what would that do to
your drai nage cal cul ation?

MR. GAGNON:  (Obvi ously woul d
I ncrease the peak flow O if there was sone sort of
conpromse, realizing if we're going to consider the
panel s as inpervious, would we still also have to apply
the step down condition. Again, we did not see that we
needed to apply the panels as inpervious because we did
not neet the criteria in appendix |I. For exanple,
greater than 15 percent slopes is generally required
when you have to account for the panels as being
I npervious. O if you didn't neet the other conditions

as stipulated in appendi x |, which would ot herw se
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warrant that you would have to apply that condition.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. In | ooking
at the comment that canme in fromthe Town of
Stonington, it |ooks as though the panel's greatest
concern relates to PFAS, which | think everybody is
starting to really taking a closer |look at. Wen
you're | ooking at panels, is that anything that has
been identified as to whether the panels have or do not
have a PFAS conposition to then? |s that anything that
can be provided wth docunentation?

M5. WOLFSON:  Yes. W have
docunentation fromthe solar, the conpany that we've
proposed using their panels for and any conparabl e
panel, and we have a neno that was included in the
attachnent and there is no -- they nade a statenent
that there are no PFAS or other derivatives in any of
the materials in their panels. That was the attachnent
to M. Hanson's interrogatory or response to the first
set.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. | didn't
see that there. The other question that | have, and I
think that is ny |ast one, | guess. As part of the
submttal fromthe town, they included a letter, |
believe, that's probably a third party engi neer. Have

you had a chance to | ook at that, and what is your
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response to the conmments provided by the third party
engi neer ?

M5. WOLFSON:  This is G na Wl fnman
again. W did respond to all of the town engi neers'
coments and provided themin response to M. Hanson's
first interrogatory set. Mst of them were addressing
stormnvater, so M ke can speak to that if you have
speci fic questions about the responses, but we did hear
fromthe town planner that their engineering consultant
was satisfied wwth the responses that were provided.

MR. HANNON: Thank you very nuch. |
have no additional questions. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.

Hannon. We will now continue wth cross-exam nation by
Ms. Quliuzza.

M5. GULI UZZA: | have no questions
at this tinme. Thank you, M. MNbrissette.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Ms.

@il i uzza.

Now we' Il turn to M. Lynch.

MR. LYNCH [|'ve got a few foll ow up
guestions. | think nostly for M. Gagnon. Starting

out with your comments to, you know, M. Harder and,
you know, golf balls not doing any damage to the

panels. | agree wwth M. Harder. They travel well
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over 60 mles, 100 mles an hour, and al so during our
| ast couple of big stornms we had trees down, branches
down. Sonetines branches becone projectiles. How nmuch
danmage can these branches do to panels?

MR. LeMARCHE: | can respond to
that. This is Jean-Paul. Cbviously, |arge branches or
trees can do substantial damage to panels. And in the
event of very large storns that can happen, danmage does
happen to people's property, and | don't think solar is
any different than any other property. You know, we
have i nsurance, we have plans in place to cover danmage
If it does happen and we can repair it and, you know,
take care of the financial perspective internally. W
sort of see that as our risk, and we're confortable
with the risk of storm danmage to the project.

MR. LYNCH | guess ny followup
guestion would be, you know, if you had to apply for
I nsurance, that's not always the quickest way to handl e
damage. How |long would | take you to repl ace these
panel s? Gve ne a rough estinmate.

MR. LeMARCHE: | guess it depends on
the scale of the damage. |If we're tal king about a
handf ul of nodul es are broken, it's a pretty quick fix.
You can swap themout in probably around 10 m nutes.

You turn off the system you rewire it, you turn it

72




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

back on, it's not that big of a deal.

If it's widespread substanti al
damage and there's damage to the racking, then, yeah,
we have to potentially order new equi pnent, and it
coul d take | onger.

MR. LYNCH  Thank you. | just want
to let M. Harder know, I'malso a golfer, and | have a
much different understanding of trees in the air on a
gol f course.

Let nme follow up with M. Hannon's
coments about fire protection. Now, | talked to a | ot
of paid and volunteer fire departnents about how they
deal with solar fires. Now, | can't testify, but I
may -- |'d like to ask a couple of questions and get
your comments on them

The first being, you said you're
going to provide training to the local -- in Stonington
iIt's a volunteer fire departnment. Wat woul d that
training entail, and if they needed special equi pnent,
woul d that be provided to thenf

MR. LeMARCHE: In terns of the
training it's really focused on site specific, project
specific information. So show ng them | ayouts, where
t he power can be di sconnected, and how to access the

site, howto get around the site, so it's less training
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how to fight fire, mtigate the fire, and it's nore
training specific to the project and sol ar specific.

MR. LYNCH: That | eads ne to another
question, if you don't m nd.

MR. LeMARCHE: Sure.

MR. LYNCH  That being the -- does
the training -- in talking to the fire departnent, they
like to ook at a solar field devel opnent that has nore
t han one entrance and exit, and | only see in your
pl ans, whatever they are, | forget, you know, LAl, LAZ2,
but it only shows one entrance. You know, they're
worri ed about being trapped inside. Do they have
enough roomto maneuver and get out with no problenf

MR. LeMARCHE: | guess |I'll speak to
that and then pass it over to sone other nenbers. [|I'm
not sure how nmany entrances and exits are on this
specific site. | think Gna can answer that best. In
terns of if they have roomto nove around, yes, | think
they do. W design road wwdth and turn radiuses with
the intent to be able to navigate themw th | arge
trucks, so | do think they have room There is sone
spare roomin the site that is not used, and if we were
specifically asked for an additional gate or sonething,
you know, we wouldn't use it for our purposes, but we'd

be happy to put sone gates around on the site for
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fences and just have them | ocked and not use them
unl ess the fire departnent wants to use them

MR LYNCH |'msure you'll have to
ask for nore than one gate. Assuming the gates are
| ocked, would the fire departnent be provided with
keys?

MR. LeMARCHE: Absolutely. W do it

differently, depending on where we are. |[|f they want

a

| ock box, a code, keys in their possession. W've seen

it different ways, but yes.

M5. WOLFSON: | just want to add to
that. It's Gna WIfrman. 1'd like to point out that
we have anot her project currently under construction
that the Council approved over on Todd Long Spur
(phonetic) Road, and the plans were we used the sane
desi gn standards for the turning radius and the
turnarounds for that project. That project also has
one gate and -- just to point out that, specifically.

That's a larger project. But we did -- the fire

departnent and all town officials had an opportunity to

review the setup that was submtted there, as well.
we went with the sanme design.

MR. LYNCH Continuing on with the
fire problens or situation. As far as your inverters

are concerned on the panel, now | know they're

So
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I ntegrated and tied together, the fire departnent
doesn't really care about one panel that's hot, but a
| ot of themthat are tied together, do they know how to
turn off these inverters?

MR. LeMARCHE: | don't know if they
do or not right now, but that is part of, | guess, our
education to themas to howto put the system down and
different occasions to shut it down, and | can al so
point out that as long as the AC tower that's entering
the site connected to the utility is off, then the
I nverters automatically shut thensel ves off, too.

MR. LYNCH Aren't the panels still

hot ?

MR. LeMARCHE: That's correct, the
DC side, the panels are still hot as long as the sun is
out .

MR. LYNCH Do you need to go to the
power conpany, Eversource or whatever, to have that
shut off, or can you do that?

MR. LeMARCHE: That's a good
guestion. | believe there are site |evel disconnector
breakers at the pole |ocation where the utility is
comng into the project that can be shut off there.
Whet her or not the first respondents could do that on

their own or they need input or support fromthe
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utility conpany, |'mnot sure.

MR. LYNCH Could we, sonetine in
the future, get an answer to that?

MR. LeMARCHE: Absolutely.

MR. LYNCH  Thank you. Hold on
here. |1'mgoing to scroll through ny notes. | think
['"'m done with the fire.

Al so in your deconm ssioning pl ans
you have a phrase in there -- forget that. 1| |ost
track of where | am anyhow.

Now, explain to ne, | read your
I nterrogatories and your application, why, again, the
| SO capacity option or even why -- you're too snmall a
facility to be | ooked at by the 1SO? |Is that what your
answer really is?

MR. LeMARCHE: | think that's
correct, but can you say your question in a different
way ?

MR. LYNCH | just wonder why, in
sinple terns, why is the I SO not involved in your
proj ect?

MR. LeMARCHE: The systemis too
small. They are not involved at this scale.

MR. LYNCH As far as, one of your

interrogatories, | think | wote it down here, No. 6,
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I's that you're not going to use batteries for storing
power; is that correct?

MR. LeMARCHE: Correct.

MR. LYNCH  And ny question is why
not? Let ne go alittle further. Hold on before you
answer. Connecticut is under, we have to be green,
protect a |ot of green power by 2040, or sonething |like
that, but over the years, the next 20 years from now
and your project is into that phase, isn't it, as far
as Moore's Law and Moore's Principle, the things change
every year, like 18 nonths, wouldn't it behoove you in
the future to add new technol ogy, especially batteries,
to your solar field if you re going to neet the 2040
deadl i ne?

MR. LeMARCHE: | guess froma
practi cal perspective the reason that this specific
proj ect does not include batteries or energy storage is
because the way the contract was given to us for the
sal e of the power does not include batteries, so we
can't include themon this project.

MR. LYNCH  Couldn't you revise
that -- like | say, and at future tines; 5 years, 10
years, couldn't you revisit that?

MR. LeMARCHE: | guess we could. |

don't see a reason we couldn't. |If there was a policy
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i n place or an award or a mechanismto have that, but
the current project does not.

MR. LYNCH  But the current project
still gets, you know, federal and state tax credits; is
that correct? Until a couple of nore years anyhow.

MR. LeMARCHE: It gets federal tax
credit. I'mnot sure there's any state |level credit.
"' mnot 100 percent sure on that.

MR. LYNCH The other thing, in one
of your interrogatories you talk about snow and ice.
I'"d like to revisit that for a second. Last year we
had a snow and ice storm and a | ot of the solar panels
I n ny nei ghborhood on our houses didn't nelt for a
couple of days. So | got a little curious and | went
to one of the solar fields, and the sane thing | saw
there, the ice packed the snow down, and it did not
melt off. Now, that neans that it's not delivering any
power. What can you do to elimnate or have the snow
and ice problembe dealt with?

MR. LeMARCHE: | think -- | nean,
geographically there's not a |lot that we can do about
havi ng snow and ice in the wintertine in Connecticut.
It's going to be there. And it really just -- it
doesn't make practical sense or econon c sense or sense

fromgaining electricity generation to clean the
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nodul es. And the reason that the snow and ice doesn't
nelt after a snow event is because it generally stays
with | ow tenperatures and | ow solar radiation, so it
doesn't cause it to nelt, which are also tinmes that the
proj ect would generate very little electricity, so
there's not a strong benefit to renove the snow and
ice. And in our estimates of annual production,
lifetime production of the system we account for that.
We account for |ower solar radiance in the wnter, as
wel | as significant nunber of days where there's going
to be no production because the nodul es are covered in
SNoOWw.

MR. LYNCH  Ckay. Thank you. | did
find the comment on the deconm ssioning point here.
There's a phrase in there that says, deconm ssioning
w |l conme about or the project reaches the end of its
useful life. Can you explain either one of those for
me? What woul d cause abandonment and coul d a usef ul
life be I onger than -- or shorter, rather, or |onger
than what it's projected?

MR. LeMARCHE: | think the
abandonnent and, again, correct ne if |'mwong, but
t he abandonnent piece is just a protectionary (sic)
measure in the case that there are conpletely

unforeseen issues. It's to protect the town, it's to
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protect the neighbors fromit being sitting there and
not used and just being taken down. So that's
sonething that we really don't expect to have happen.
Nobody is going to actually abandon it.

In ternms of the second question, can
you say what that was again? Sorry.

MR. LYNCH If the project reaches
it useful ness, useful life, either earlier or after.

MR. LeMARCHE: It could be | onger.

If at the end of the contracts for what we have right
now to sell power, if there is a second contract or a
repowering of the system it could be Ionger up until
the | ease period of the land, but it will not be
shorter than its predicted life.

MR. LYNCH  Thank you. M | ast
guestion has to deal wth what a Texas energy and
oilman told ne awhil e back that these projects in the
future, the independent sol ar panel projects wll
eventual | y be bought out by big conpanies. Is it
your -- I'msure M. Hoffrman m ght stop ne on this one,
but is there any plans in the future, or are you
| ooki ng to, sonmewhere down the line, five, 10 years,
put this project on the market?

MR. LeMARCHE: | am not aware of any

plans to -- for that to happen, to put the project on
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t he market.

MR. LYNCH  Those are all ny
guestions, Chairnan.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.

Lynch.

"Il now ask M. Silvestri to
Cross-exam ne the petitioner.

MR. SILVESTRI: Thank you, M.
Morissette. Mdst of ny questions have actually been
posed by Council nenbers, but at tines, as we all know,
guestion and answers kind of spur nore questions, soO
actually | have three followps that 1'd like to start
wi t h.

And, M. LeMarche, in follow ng up
W th what M. Lynch was posing about the snow, can you
remnd ne as to how many stacked panels in a verti cal
fashion are in a rack? Is it two or is it four?

MR. LeMARCHE: You nean how many
nodul es are, in essence -- | think it's two. | think
two is the answer to your question. There are two |like
t his.

MR. SILVESTRI: So, again, getting back
to the snow part, |'ve experienced situations or seen
situations where snow woul d shed off that upper |ayer

of panels and then accunul ate on the bottom panel but
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not necessarily all shed off, so the question | have
for you, does that inpede the whole system from
running, or would the top panel that is now free from
snow still produce power for you?

MR. LeMARCHE: I n general, one
nmodul e wi I | i npact another nodule, so there are
approximately 25 to 26 nodules that are electrically
connected in what we call a string. They're wred
together in a series. |f one of those nodul es has a
| ow voltage, it will bring down the voltage of that
entire series, string of nodules, so it depends a
little bit on configuration but, in general, yes, snow
in one part of the array will affect other nodul es.

MR. SILVESTRI: Thank you. | also have

a followp to -- | forgot who posed it. | forget if it
was M. Lynch or M. Harder, so |I'lIl apol ogize to both
of them not know ng which one. | think it was M.
Lynch. Wen he was tal king about the fire aspect of
it, you had nentioned that there would be sone type of
devi ce on one of the poles, and | think you m ght have
been referring to the group operated air brake.

MR. LeMARCHE: Correct.

MR. SILVESTRI: M understandi ng, at
| east with a group operated air brake, or a GAOB, if

t hat opens up, that's going to stop power from being
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transferred fromthe panel systemto the grid. So the
guestion | have, | know that's the case, but if the
GAOB i s opened, does that also stop solar production on
t he panel s?

MR. LeMARCHE: So what it does, the
I nverters have -- they're called anti islanding. So if
there is no AC power on the AC side of the inverters,
the inverters are taking the DC power of the nodul es
and converting themto AC. If there's no AC power, the
inverters imedi ately shut off. |If the air brake is
open, then the inverters are off.

The DC side, the nodules, they do
not have that automatic shutoff. So if the sunis
shining and the nodul es are there, there will be power
bei ng generated by the nodules, but it will stay on
the -- on that DC side.

MR. SILVESTRI: | got you so far.
So getting back to what M. Lynch had posed. Sonething
el se woul d have to occur to stop the DC power.

MR. LeMARCHE: Yes, and there are
Intermttent disconnects throughout the array where you
could shut off groups of the DC wire, basically the --
where it's -- many of the strings will be brought
t oget her and you can shut off fromthere to the

i nverters, but there's not much that can be done to
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shut off the nodul e-to-nodul e power. That generally
stays live.

MR SILVESTRI: Understood. Thank
you. When you nentioned shutoff, is that sonething
that has to be done on site, or is that a renote
operati on?

MR. LeMARCHE: Typically at that
| evel it is done on site.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay. So sonebody
woul d have to be dispatched, then, possibly, to help
out in any fire type of situation; is that correct?

MR. LeMARCHE: | think, in general,
sonebody woul d be di spatched to help out. There are
mechani sns to shut off the AC site renotely but, yeah,
| think sinply -- for a sinple answer, yes, sonebody
should go to the site.

MR. SILVESTRI: Thank you. The
other followp | had was to M. Harder's question on
trees and golf balls. [I'Il say right off the bat, |
tried to be a golfer, but I'mnot a golfer.
Nonet hel ess, |'ve driven by a nunber of golf
facilities, golf courses, and |'ve seen fine screen
nmesh that has been put up, nostly al ong roadways, to
try to stop errant balls fromgoing on the roads and

hitting cars and traffic. Ws there any thought,
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getting back to the trees that M. Harder brought up,
any thought of using a fine screen nesh, either behind
the trees or intermxed with the trees to try to stop
errant golf balls?

MR. LeMARCHE: We brainstornmed about
that. 1t had been one of our considerations. W have
not put any plans in place to deploy sonething |like
that at this tine.

MR. SILVESTRI: Thank you. 1'd I|ike
to | ook now at electrical connections. | want to start
off by referencing site plan E2 and LA2, if you woul d.

The first question | have, the site
plan in drawi ng E2 has the northern electrical
equi pnent pad | abeled as B1, but if | |ook at draw ng
LA2, it has it |abeled as B2. \Which one is correct?

MR. LeMARCHE: Unl ess soneone has
t hat answer handy, | think we should probably get back
to you on that one.

MR. SILVESTRI: Again, |I'm]looking
at, for your reference, draw ng E2 and draw ng LA2, and
you'll see that there's a di screpancy between those
two. Ckay.

Let ne nove on, then, to the
el ectrical connection questions that | had. |'m going

to keep on the east array, if you wll. The electrical
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connection fromBl, which | believe is the northern
section of the east array; is that correct?

MR. LeMARCHE: G na, do you have
that? Are you able to answer that?

M5. WOLFSON: | don't have it. I'm
| ooking for the plan. The B2 pad on LA2 is the
northern. The one that's |listed as B2, array B2, is
t he northern.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. |If | go by
that, a couple of drawi ngs m ght have to be changed,
then, to get the correct labels on Bl and B2, but |et
ne try to stay with what you just nentioned about it
being B2. Wuld the transition fromthat northern
array from underground to overhead, that would occur
hole No. 1; is that correct?

M5. WOLFSON: That's correct,
| ooking at the electrical draw ngs.

MR. SILVESTRI: Then the other B,
whi chever correct nunber it mght be, 1 or 2, that
woul d then transition at hole 2 fromunderground to
over head; correct?

M5. WOLFSON: Yes. It was at pole

MR. SILVESTRI: Then just to

confirm at pole 1 sone Bis going to be netered,

at
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possi bly B2, and at pole No. 2, the opposite B is going
to be netered, as well. Do | have that right?

M5. WOLFSON:  That's correct.

They're two separately netered systens.

MR. SILVESTRI: Again, |ooking at
what ever clarity we need to say it's Bl or B2, but
there's going to be two poles with separate netering
for those two |ights?

M5. WOLFSON:  Mm hnm

MR. SILVESTRI: |If you look at site
plan E2, the poles go in sequence fromright to |eft
and you can easily see pole 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, but I'm
| ooking for sonme clarity, if you wll, that when | | ook
at the one-line drawi ngs of E31 and E32, it seens that
both of the one-line drawi ngs have the B2 system
I ntersecting after pole 3, and the question | have is
why woul d that occur if, again, pole 3 is going to be
all inportant for the other electrical connections that
you have there? Your re-closures.

M5. WOLFSON: | don't have the
drawng in front of ne. W would have to check that
with the electrical engineer.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay. Again, to
clarify where I'"'mcomng from when | | ook at the one

| ines, either E31 or E32, the systemfor B2 just gets
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tied in after pole 3, and I think that needs to be
revised to really know what we just tal ked about, that
pole 2 is conming in before pole 3, and then you get

I nto your closures and then you get into your air
brake. So if you could check that for us, |I'd
appreciate it as well.

M5. WOLFSON:  All right.

MR. SILVESTRI: The l[ast question in
that series, again looking at the five poles, the first
guestion that I'll pose is are five poles actually
needed, or could pole five essentially contain the
group operated air brake switch and the surge
arresters, and then go to pole 4 with the relay cabi net
and recl osure, which would | eave pole 3 and pole 2 as
the risers and neters and pole 1 would be elim nated.
So what woul d happen is you would cone off your
el ectrical pad, and instead of going straight up, you'd
be going on an angle to try to elimnate one of the
poles. So, with that, are five poles actually needed?

M5. WOLFSON:  Well, this design was
Wi th our engineers and we did revise the initial |ayout
to consider their feedback on that. W did work with
them and that's a question we could ask on the final
desi gn.

MR, SILVESTRI: Again, | draw a
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parallel to what you have for the western system what
you can easily see on drawng LA-1. There you only
have a few poles, basically taking into account what
you need to have your point of interconnection, your go
at pole, you reclosure, and your riser, and, again, it
just seens that one extra pole m ght not be needed for
the eastern array, so |'d appreciate you checking that
one, as well.

M5. WOLFMAN:  We' Il check on that.

MR. SILVESTRI: Again, barring

clarifications that you'll get back to us on, | don't
have any further questions, M. Mirissette. | thank
you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Silvestri. | have a couple of questions nyself.

I'"d like to start off with the
wet | ands lineation, figure 11. | would like to know,
are all of the distances to the arrays greater than 100
feet?

M5. RAYMOND: This a Megan Raynond,
wetl and scientist with MIlone & MacBroom The
perimeter of the work areas, or the perineter of the
array fields, have been cited to be a m ni nrum of 100
feet away. The 100 foot wetland offset is depicted on

the plans in the engineering drawings. So that's nost
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specific to the western array.

The eastern array, the limt of
di sturbance is greater than 100 feet, but the western
array, the limt of the fence is going to be situated
right along the 100 foot, if you were | ooking at
connecting nonencl ature or the regul ations.

M5. MORI SSETTE: Geat. Thank you.
Concerning wetland No. 2, it's docunented that it's in
the theme of 100 and 500 year flood plan. Are the
arrays thenselves in jeopardy of those 100 or 500 year
fl oods?

M5. RAYMOND: The arrays thensel ves
are situated above the base flood el evati ons, the 100
year base fl ood el evati on.

As it relates to the 500 year, |
don't have the data to define -- we'd have to | ook back
at the flood study to | ook at that el evation
specifically, but I do know that the arrays are
situated above the 100 year base flood el evation, and
actually the mapped 500 year doesn't overlap the array
area. That sort of extends north along that ponded
area, but just froma sheer overlay to the FEMA map, it
woul d be situated outside of the 500 year for that one,
as well.

M5. MORI SSETTE: Very good. Let's
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see. Just sone clarification on M. Silvestri's
di scussion relating to shutoff of the panels and
di sconnection. Now, M. LeMarche, is it the panels
w Il be disconnected or, as you said, shut off?

MR. LeMARCHE: | don't understand
the difference between your question, between the two
scenari os in your question.

MR. MORI SSETTE: If they're shut
off, they're not generating DC electricity. |If they're
di sconnecting, they're still generating DC electricity,
but they're unable to flowto the additional panels
and, therefore, the inverter.

MR. LeMARCHE: Right. So at the
I nverters where the DC power enters the inverter, there
IS a switch at that point where we can open and open
the circuit and essentially shut off the DC power to
the inverters.

M5. MORI SSETTE: That's not ny
poi nt, though. You're not shutting off, you're
di sconnecti ng.

MR LeMARCHE: Yes, you are
di sconnecting it. It is a disconnect swtch. Farther
down the line there are what we call conbi ner boxes and
junction boxes that tie nodules together. There's a

di sconnect at that point, too. So we can di sconnect
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bet ween the conbi ner box and the inverters. More
granul ar than the conbi ner boxes is the string | evel
where it's 25 nodules wired together in a series.
Those do not have a di sconnect.

MR. MORI SSETTE: So DC energy woul d
still be flowing. M clarificationis that it wll
di sconnected, not shut off.

MR. LeMARCHE: Yes. There are two
| evel s of di sconnect on the DC side.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Great. Thank you.

l"'mstill confused related to the

be

response in set 1, question No. 3, relating to the rate

in which you will fall back to Eversource, and it has

to do with the S& rate. | am not aware of an S@& r

existing. |1'd just like to clarify that. | don't

ate

bel i eve Eversource had one. They have a rate 980, but

not an SG2 rate.

MR. LeMARCHE: \Which interrogatory
set is this?

M5. MORISSETTE: That's the first

set, answer No. 3.

MR. LeMARCHE: | guess | can't speak

to nore detail than what's witten in the
Interrogatory. Gna, if you can, great; otherw se,

think we'll have to get back to you.
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M5. WOLFSON: Ot her than defining
what the rate is, | can't speak further beyond what we
have there.

MR. MORI SSETTE: If you can clarify
that. My point being is that you're selling to
Eversource at the non-firm excess generation rate,
what ever rate that may be, probably rate 980, neter
rate, but you don't have a host facility.

l"d like to turn everyone's

attention to the abutter well locations. Just to
confirma couple of itens for ne. |t appears that
Wodland GCrcle and -- I'"msorry, Wodl and Court and

Fai rway court, that they are on town water.

M5. WOLFSON: That's correct.

MR. MORI SSETTE: And then north side
of the facility, you have nore well situations, and
there are three properties that do have wells, and they
range from 260 feet to 420 feet.

M5. WOLFSON: That's correct.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Wat protections
are in place to ensure that those wells are not
| npacted, and are the distances adequate enough to
protect thenf

M5. WOLFSON: W believe those

di stances are adequate to protect them from
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construction damage. Typically, a survey would be
done, a well survey, if you were devel oping closer to
the property line or closer to the well, but at those
di stances we believe that's protective for the

equi pnent we'd be using. W're not using any bl asting,
and it doesn't -- it's not an issue, in our opinion.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. So what
di stances woul d be closer by that you would then be
concerned with? |s there a standard in the industry
or?

M5. WOLFSON:  |If | could defer to
M ke on that one. M ke Gagnon.

MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, | woul d say, and,
again, | don't know what particul ar hazards m ght be
consi dered here, but | would dare to say, you know,
obvi ously anything cl oser than what is allowable, for
exanpl e, by subsurface disposal; ie, a septic system
definitely woul d warrant sone concern, but anything
greater than that, you know, | doubt that the site
woul d pose any kind of risk to the wells.

M5. WOLFSON:  As we nentioned, the
equi pnent we're using, we're driving posts and using
track mounted small vehicles, equipnent wouldn't be any
different than, say, doing foundation work or

excavation work, just driving those piles throughout
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t he area.

MR. MORI SSETTE: What woul d be a
safe distance, for exanple, if you could put a nunber
onit, M. Gagnon?

MR. GAGNON: | would say -- | guess
ny estimate would be 150 feet would be sufficient.

MR. MORI SSETTE: kay. Thank you.

Just a quick question relating to
the interconnection. So both the east and west are
I nterconnected to the distribution system separately,
and what's the voltage that they're interconnecting at?

MR. LeMARCHE: Do you have t hat
avai |l abl e, G na?

M5. WOLFSON: Wi ch sheet woul d that
be best to find it on?

MR LeMARCHE: It should be on the

19 diagram | believe it is -- speaking from nenory, |
believe it's 12 or 13KB. | would have to look it up
and check.

M5. MORI SSETTE: | can look it up.

That is correct, that you're interconnecting both of
them separately onto the distribution system and that
they' re being treated and netered separately.

MR. LeMARCHE: That's correct.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Just one | ast
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gquestion, and this really has to do with visibility.

If | ook at the well location drawng -- which I find
Is very useful to see the overall facility in relation
to the wetlands and the abutters' property. Now, is

t he Whodl and Court and Fairway Court -- there appears
to be atree line along the property line. Are those
trees large and have a high canopy, or are they |ow and
of fer sone senbl ance of screening?

M5. WOLFSON: There is sone
screening there, for sure, and there are photos that
M. Hanson submtted fromthe interior of the property
in the recent -- in his responses to our |ast set of
interrogatories. So there is sone screening there, and
we didn't actually do a full tree survey, but | don't
know i f you have those photos avail abl e.

MR. MORI SSETTE: | do have those
photos, and | did take a | ook at them but it appears
that the photos -- | have to |ook at themagain. It
appears that the photos were taken closer to the
property line, so it didn't enbellish that there was a
tree canopy available to provide sone screening.

M5. WOLFSON: There are photos from
your initial photo log that are shot frominto the
facility toward those properties, as well. Those were

in the disability assessnent. Let ne see what nunbers
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t hey woul d be.

MR GAGNON: G na, this is Mke.

' m | ooking at photo No. 7, | believe, which is |ooking
south towards that area.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. That
w |l be hel pful.

I s there any thought about providing
addi tional screening along this property |line along
Wodl and, and at |east 5 Wodl and and 6 Wodl and Court,
to enhance the treeline?

M5. WOLFSON:  We did nention that
that's sonmething we're willing to do. W told himthat
Is an option. Wen we spoke to M. Hanson, we had
menti oned that during the neeting.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Very good.

MR. LeMARCHE: | |ooked it up. |It's
13. 8KB.

MR. MORI SSETTE: kay. (Good, thank
you.

That's all the questions that | have
at this tine. W are approaching the 5 o' cl ock
timeframe. 1'l1 ask Attorney Bonnano, do you have
addi tional cross-exam nation, and should we put it off
unti| our next hearing?

MR. BONNANO. Yes and yes.
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MR MORISSETTE: G ven that, | will
call a recess until 6:30 when we will have -- we wll
comence the public commenting session. So that,
again, will be at 6:30 for the renpote public hearing
for public coment.

MR. BONNANO. M. Council man, before
you adj ourn, M ke Bonnano, | just want to confirmthat

the next date is Cctober 20th. Attorney Bachman has

been wonderful in providing assistance and infornmation.

| want to make sure because | have a trial schedul ed
that day. It's likely going to go off. | wanted to
confirmthat that is when questioning would resune.
MR. MORI SSETTE: Yes, Tuesday,
Cct ober 20th, at 2 p.m
MR. BONNANO. Thank you very much.
MR. MORISSETTE: We'll resune at
6: 30.
(Wher eupon, the hearing was

adj ourned at 4:53 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE FOR REMOTE HEARI NG
STATE OF CONNECTI CUT

I, Debra A Chasse, CSR 055, a Notary Public
duly conmm ssioned and qualified, do hereby certify
that the foregoing 99 pages are a conplete and accurate
conput er-aided transcription of ny original stenotype
notes taken of the HEARI NG HELD BY REMOTE MEANS I N Re:
PETI TI ON NO. 1410, GREENSKI ES CLEAN ENERGY, LLC
PETI TI ON FOR A DECLARATORY RULI NG PURSUANT TO
CONNECTI CUT GENERAL STATUES 4-176 AND 16- 50k, FOR THE
PROPOSED CONSTRUCTI ON, MAI NTENANCE AND OPERATI ON OF A
3. 0- MEGAWATT- AC SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAI C ELECTRI C GENERATI NG
FACI LI TY ON TWO PARCELS AT THE ELMRI DGE GOLF COURSE
LOCATED TO THE EAST AND WEST OF NORTH ANGUI LLA ROAD AT
THE | NTERSECTI ON W TH ELMRI DGE ROAD, STONI NGTON,
CONNECTI CUT, AND ASSOCI ATED ELECTRI CAL | NTERCONNECTI ON,
whi ch was hel d before JOHAN MORI SSETTE, Presi di ng
O ficer, on Cctober 1, 2020.
In witness whereof, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 16th day of October 2020.

NiEs

Debra A. Chasse, CSR 055

BCT REPORTI NG SERVI CE

55 WHI TI NG STREET, SU TE 1A
PLAI NVI LLE, CONNECTI CUT 06062
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 01                    MR. MORISSETTE:  This remote public

 02   hearing is called to order this Thursday, October 1,

 03   2020, at 2 p.m.  My name is John Morissette, member and

 04   Presiding Officer of the Connecticut Siting

 05   Council.

 06                    At this point, I will ask other

 07   members of the Council to acknowledge that they're

 08   present when introduced for the benefit of those who

 09   are only on audio.

 10                    Robert Hannon, Designee for

 11   Commissioner Katie Dykes, Department of Energy and

 12   Environmental Protection.

 13                    MR. HANNON:  Here.

 14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Linda Guliuzza,

 15   Designee for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett, Public

 16   Utilities Regulatory Authority.

 17                    MS. GULIUZZA:  Present.

 18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Robert Silvestri?

 19                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Present.

 20                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Michael Harder?

 21                    MR. HARDER:  Present.

 22                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Daniel P. Lynch,

 23   Junior?

 24                    Mr. Lynch, I see that you're

 25   connected.  We will move on.
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 01                    Members of the staff; Melanie

 02   Bachman, Executive Director and staff attorney.

 03                    MS. BACHMAN:  Present, thank you.

 04                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Robert Mercier,

 05   Siting Analyst?

 06                    MR. MERCIER:  Present.

 07                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Ms. Lisa Fontaine,

 08   Fiscal Administrative Officer.

 09                    MS. FONTAINE:  Present.

 10                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Please note there

 11   is a statewide effort to prevent the spread of the

 12   Coronavirus.  This is why the Council is holding this

 13   remote public hearing, and we ask for your patience.

 14   If you haven't done so already, I ask that everyone

 15   please mute their computer audio and/or telephone now.

 16                    This hearing is held pursuant to the

 17   provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General

 18   Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative Procedure

 19   Act upon a petition from Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC

 20   for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to the General

 21   Statutes, section 4-176 and section 16-50K, for the

 22   purpose of construction, maintenance, and operation of

 23   a 3.0-megawatt-AC solar photovoltaic electric

 24   generating facility on two parcels at the Elmridge Golf

 25   Course located to the east and west of North Anguilla
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 01   Road at the intersection with Elmridge Road in

 02   Stonington, Connecticut.

 03                    This Petition was received by the

 04   council on June 4, 2020.

 05                    The Council's legal notice of the

 06   date and time of this remote public hearing was

 07   published in The Day on September 1, 2020.  Upon the

 08   Council's request, the petitioner erected signs at the

 09   proposed site located at the Elmridge Road and North

 10   Anguilla Road so as to inform the public of the name of

 11   the petitioner, the type of facility, the remote public

 12   hearing date, and contact information for the Council

 13   (website and phone number).

 14                    As a reminder to all, off the record

 15   communication with a member of the Council or a member

 16   of the Council's staff, upon the merits of this

 17   petition, is prohibited by law.

 18                    The parties and the intervenors to

 19   the proceeding are as follows:  The petitioner,

 20   Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC represented by Attorney

 21   Lee Hoffman; Party/CEPA intervenor for Douglas Hanson,

 22   represented by Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano;

 23   Party/CEPA intervenor for Proponents for Responsible

 24   Emplacement of Stonington Solar, known as PRESS,

 25   represented by Attorney Emily Gianquinto.
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 01                    We will proceed in accordance with

 02   the prepared agenda, a copy of which is available on

 03   the Council's Petition 1410 webpage, along with the

 04   record of this matter, the public hearing notice,

 05   instructions for public access to this remote public

 06   hearing, and a Council's Citizen's Guide to Siting

 07   Council Procedures.  Interested persons may join any

 08   session of this public hearing to listen but no public

 09   comments will be received during the 2 p.m. evidentiary

 10   session.  At the end of the evidentiary session, we

 11   will recess until 6:30 p.m. for the remote public

 12   comment session.

 13                    Please be advised that any person

 14   may be removed from the remote evidentiary session or

 15   public comment session at the discretion of the

 16   council.

 17                    The 6:30 p.m. public comment session

 18   will be reserved for the public to make brief

 19   statements into the record.  I wish to note that the

 20   petitioner, parties and intervenors, including their

 21   representatives and witnesses, are not allowed to

 22   participate in the public comment session.  I also wish

 23   to note for those who are listening and for the benefit

 24   of your friends and neighbors who are unable to join us

 25   for the remote public comment session, that you or they

�0008

 01   may send in written statements to the Council within 30

 02   days of the day hereof, either by mail or e-mail, and

 03   such written statements will be given the same weight

 04   as if spoken during the remote public session.

 05                    A verbatim transcript of this remote

 06   public hearing will be posted on the Council's Petition

 07   1410 webpage and deposited with the Town Clerk's office

 08   in Stonington for the convenience of the public.

 09                    Please be advised that the Council

 10   does not issue permits for stormwater management.  If

 11   the proposed project is approved by the council, a

 12   Department of Energy and Environmental Protection,

 13   (DEEP) Stormwater Permit is independently required.

 14   DEEP could hold a public hearing on any Stormwater

 15   Permit application.

 16                    The council will take a 10 to

 17   15-minute break at a convenient juncture around 3:30

 18   p.m.

 19                    Moving on to Item B on the agenda,

 20   we have a motion that was filed on September 30, 2020

 21   by -- Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC submitted a motion

 22   to strike the supplemental prefiled testimony of Steven

 23   D. Trinkaus submitted for the Responsible Emplacement

 24   of Stonington Solar.  Attorney Bachman may wish to

 25   comment.  Thank you.
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 01                    MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr.

 02   Morissette.

 03                    On September 30th Greenskies

 04   submitted a motion to strike the supplemental prefiled

 05   testimony of Steven Trinkaus submitted by PRESS on

 06   September 29th.  Just today, PRESS submitted an

 07   objection to Greenskies' Motion to Strike.  Greenskies

 08   moved to strike the Trinkaus supplemental prefiled

 09   testimony on the basis that it is untimely and prompted

 10   by the absence of similar testimony in an unrelated

 11   matter, specifically Petition No. 1347A in Waterford,

 12   for which the evidentiary record closed on August 25th.

 13                    Under the Council's Rules of

 14   Practice, Section 16-50J-28F, it may take

 15   administrative notice as to any exhibit admitted as

 16   evidence by the Council in a prior hearing, submitted

 17   prefiled testimony and supplemental prefiled testimony

 18   in your Record of Petition, 1347A, that was verified

 19   under oath and subject to cross-examination during this

 20   proceeding.

 21                  Mr. Trinkaus is expected to be

 22   available for cross-examination during an evidentiary

 23   hearing session of this proceeding and each party, as

 24   well as the Council, will have the opportunity to

 25   cross-examine Mr. Trinkaus.
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 01                    Therefore, the staff recommends that

 02   the Council take administrative notice of the

 03   evidentiary record of decision No. 1347A and deny

 04   Greenskies' motion to strike.  Thank you.

 05                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Do I

 06   here a motion?

 07                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Mr. Morissette, I'd

 08   like to move to deny the applicant's motion to strike

 09   and, as recommended by staff, take administrative

 10   notice.

 11                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 12   Silvestri.  Do we have a second?

 13                    MR. HANNON:  Second.

 14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I will ask the

 15   Council for any discussion one by one.  Ms. Guliuzza,

 16   any discussion?

 17                    MS. GULIUZZA:  No discussion, Thank

 18   you.

 19                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Lynch, any

 20   discussion?

 21                    (No response.)

 22                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay, we'll move

 23   on.  Mr. Hannon, any discussion?

 24                    MR. HANNON:  No, thank you.

 25                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Harder, any
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 01   discussion?

 02                    MR. HARDER:  No discussion.

 03                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  For

 04   voting purposes, I will now go one by one, as well.

 05                    Ms. Guliuzza, how do you vote?

 06                    MS. GULIUZZA:  Approved.

 07                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Lynch, how do

 08   you vote?

 09                    (No response.)

 10                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Hannon, how do

 11   you vote?

 12                    MR. HANNON:  Vote to approve the

 13   motion to deny.

 14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Silvestri?

 15                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Vote to approve the

 16   motion to deny.

 17                    MR. MORISSETTE:  And I will also

 18   approve the motion to deny.  The motion is approved.

 19                    MR. HARDER:  This is Mike Harder.  I

 20   don't think you got my vote.  I also approve the motion

 21   to deny.

 22                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I'm sorry.  I

 23   thought we did that.  Thank you.

 24                    Okay.  Moving on to Item C,

 25   Administrative Notice Taken by Council.  I wish to call
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 01   your attention to those items shown on the Hearing

 02   Program marked as Roman Number IC, items 1 through 96.

 03   Does the petitioner, or any party or intervenor, have

 04   an objection to the items that the Council has

 05   administratively noticed?

 06                    Attorney Hoffman?

 07                    MR. HOFFMAN:  No objection, sir.

 08                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.

 09   Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano?

 10                    MR. FRIEDLER:  No objection.

 11                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Attorney

 12   Gianquinto?

 13                    MS. GIANQUINTO:  No objection.

 14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Accordingly, the

 15   Council hereby administratively notices these existing

 16   documents.

 17                    Moving on to the appearance on the

 18   side of the petitioner.  Will the petitioner present

 19   its witness panel for the purpose of taking the oath?

 20   Attorney Bachman will administer the oath.  Please

 21   begin by verifying all exhibits by the appropriate

 22   sworn witness.

 23                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Thank you, Mr.

 24   Morissette.  For purposes of Attorney Bachman

 25   administering the oath, Greenskies is proffering the
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 01   following witnesses:  Megan Raymond, Mike Gagnon,

 02   Jean-Paul LeMarche, Gina Wolfman, and Ryan Linares.

 03                    MS. BACHMAN:  If the witnesses could

 04   please just raise their right hand.

 05   M E G A N   R A Y M O N D,

 06   M I C H A E L   G A G N O N,

 07   J E A N - P A U L   L e M A R C H E,

 08   G I N A   W O L F M A N,

 09   R Y A N   L I N A R E S,

 10        called as witnesses, being first duly sworn

 11        (remotely) by Attorney Bachman, were examined

 12        and testified on their oaths as follows:

 13                    MR. HOFFMAN:  With the Council's

 14   permission, I will take the witnesses through the

 15   exhibits marked as Roman Numeral II, letter B, for

 16   identification and have them swear to them for full

 17   exhibits, Mr. Morissette.

 18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Please continue.

 19   Thank you.

 20                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. LeMarche, are you

 21   familiar with the exhibits that have been marked in

 22   Roman Numeral IIB for identification purposes?

 23                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.  Can you say

 24   what that is specifically?

 25                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Certainly.  It's the
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 01   Petition for Declaratory Ruling and Petitioner's

 02   Responses to Various Interrogatories dated July 23rd,

 03   August 20th, 24th, and several interrogatories on

 04   September 24th, including from the Siting Council, Mr.

 05   Hanson, and PRESS, as well as various pieces of

 06   prefiled testimony.

 07                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.

 08                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare or

 09   cause to be prepared the information contained in the

 10   petition and in those interrogatory responses?

 11                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.

 12                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Are they true and

 13   accurate to the best of your knowledge and belief?

 14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.

 15                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt those

 16   items as sworn testimony in your testimony today?

 17                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes, I do.

 18                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. Linares, I'll ask

 19   you the same questions.  Are you familiar with the

 20   items marked in Roman Numeral IIB for identification?

 21                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.

 22                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare or

 23   cause to be prepared the materials contained therein?

 24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.

 25                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Is the information
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 01   contained therein true and accurate to the best of your

 02   knowledge and belief?

 03                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.

 04                    MR. HOFFMAN:  And do you adopt those

 05   items as your sworn testimony in today's hearing?

 06                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.

 07                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Miss Wolfman, I think

 08   you can tell what's coming.  Are you familiar with the

 09   items that have been marked as exhibits for

 10   identification purposes in Roman Numeral IIB?

 11                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes, I am.

 12                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare or

 13   cause those materials to be prepared?

 14                    MS. WOLFMAN:  Yes.

 15                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Are they true and

 16   accurate to the best of your knowledge, information,

 17   and belief?

 18                    MS. WOLFMAN:  They are.

 19                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt them as

 20   your sworn testimony here today?

 21                    MS. WOLFMAN:  I do.

 22                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. Gagnon, are you

 23   familiar with the items that are in Roman Numeral IIB?

 24                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.

 25                    MR. HOFFMAN:  And did you prepare or
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 01   cause those materials to be prepared?

 02                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.

 03                    MR. HOFFMAN:  And are they accurate,

 04   true, and complete, according to your information,

 05   knowledge, and belief?

 06                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, they are.

 07                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt them as

 08   your sworn testimony here today?

 09                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.

 10                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Ms. Raymond, are you

 11   familiar with the items listed in Roman Numeral IIB on

 12   the Hearing Program?

 13                    MS. RAYMOND:  Yes.

 14                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare those

 15   materials or cause those materials to be prepared?

 16                    MS. RAYMOND:  I did.

 17                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Are they true and

 18   accurate to the best of your knowledge, information,

 19   and belief?

 20                    MS. RAYMOND:  Yes.

 21                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt them as

 22   your sworn testimony here today in this hearing?

 23                    MS. RAYMOND:  I do.

 24                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. Morissette, with

 25   that, I would offer up all ten items in Roman IIB as
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 01   full exhibits for the purposes of this hearing.

 02                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Does

 03   any party object to the admission of the petitioner's

 04   exhibits?  Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano?

 05                    MR. BONNANO:  It's only Attorney

 06   Bonnano that's here with you to save you the time of

 07   calling Attorney Friedler every time.  No objection

 08   to -- I believe, Attorney Hoffman, and you can just

 09   correct me, you just limited to Subsection B just 1

 10   through 10?

 11                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Nothing more than B 1

 12   through 10.

 13                    MR. BONNANO:  Thank you.  No

 14   objection.

 15                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Attorney

 16   Gianquinto?

 17                    MS. GIANQUINTO:  No, no objection.

 18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I will now begin

 19   with the cross-examination of the petitioner by the

 20   Council, starting with Mr. Mercier.

 21                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I'm just

 22   going to begin by just going through the GCE's

 23   responses to the Council interrogatories, set 1, to get

 24   things started here.

 25                    So beginning with response No. 7,
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 01   this has to do with -- inter-row shading was mentioned

 02   in the response.  I'm just trying to determine if -- is

 03   there a timing here where inter-row shading is most

 04   prevalent and causes the most losses?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.  I

 06   can answer this.  The wintertime is when inter-row

 07   shading is most severe.  As the sun is lower in the

 08   sky, there's more shading between rows.

 09                    MR. MERCIER:  Is that over like,

 10   say, a 2-month period, a 3-month period, or it's a

 11   graduated point?

 12                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yeah.  I mean, it is

 13   graduated, so the winter solstice, that's the shortest

 14   day of the year with the sun lowest in the sky would be

 15   the worst, and it gets worse or better, depending on

 16   how you look at it on either side of that.

 17                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, is there a point

 18   of the year where there is absolutely no inter-row

 19   shading in this design?

 20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's a complicated

 21   question.  I guess it depends on how you define no

 22   inter-row shading.  We designed the system with the

 23   spacing in between the modules to minimize impact of

 24   inter-row shading throughout the year, and even in the

 25   summer, at the very, very end of the day, there's going
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 01   to be some shading from module to module, but at that

 02   point the production is so low because there's so

 03   little radiation that it's not impactful.  So really,

 04   the only -- there is some level of shading throughout

 05   the year, but it is only impactful to the production in

 06   the wintertime months and on either side of that with

 07   some spring involved.

 08                    MR. MERCIER:  You just mentioned

 09   that you designed the site with inter-row shading in

 10   mind and maybe some other design aspects.  When I was

 11   looking through some of the materials, I saw a couple

 12   of figures given, and maybe you can just confirm them

 13   with me.  Is the vegetative inter-row space between the

 14   arrays 13 feet?

 15                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I do not have that.

 16   Mike or Gina, are you able to answer that exact detail?

 17                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.  I believe it's

 18   13 feet.

 19                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Now in the

 20   response to an interrogatory posed by Mr. Hanson, No.

 21   39, and then in the response to a PRESS interrogatory,

 22   No. 16, different widths were given for the panel array

 23   rows; one was 12.5, the other one was 11.9.  I'm just

 24   trying to determine what the actual width of the panel

 25   is.
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 01                    MS. WOLFSON:  Did you -- is the

 02   question -- this is Gina Wolfman.  Is the question the

 03   width of the panels or the width of the road?

 04                    MR. MERCIER:  Yes.  The road.  It's

 05   listed two different ways; 12.5 and then also 11.9.

 06                    MS. WOLFSON:  I don't have the

 07   plans.  Mike?

 08                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  This is Mike

 09   Gagnon from Milone & MacBroom.  According to our detail

 10   in the drawings on sheet SD2, we are showing the

 11   inter-row spacing of 13 feet, but the actual panel

 12   dimensions are shown as 6.56, basically times 2, and

 13   that dimension is normal to the panel; in other words,

 14   it doesn't represent the actual top down horizontal

 15   dimension, which is approximately 12.5 feet.

 16                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  I

 17   would assume that the response to PRESS interrogatory

 18   16 where it mentioned 11.9, that it's inaccurate or

 19   maybe reflect another type of figure that's unknown.

 20   Thank you for the clarification.

 21                    Now moving to response to

 22   interrogatory No. 18, and this talks a little bit about

 23   racking posts and driving the posts into the ground,

 24   and there was a statement in the response that stated

 25   that the petitioner is going to conduct geotech borings
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 01   within the proposed array area to verify soil

 02   properties.  Now, is the project currently designed on

 03   assumed soil conditions right now?

 04                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can start that

 05   answer.  This is Jean-Paul.  There's different types of

 06   measurements from soil that affect different aspects of

 07   the design, so the stormwater design, the civil design

 08   of the project, I can let Mike speak to, but that is

 09   based off of soil sampling that has been complete and

 10   in the very detailed level of design when we are

 11   specifying the thickness of the posts that are driven

 12   into the ground, the electrical perspective of the

 13   feeders that are under the ground, we need some more

 14   information, such as recessivity and some bearing tests

 15   from actual driving piles and pushing and pulling on

 16   them.  So it is done in multiple stages.  So, yes, we

 17   have made some assumptions, but we've also done some

 18   tests, and we will confirm with future tests, and Mike

 19   can speak to what tests have been done and what design

 20   was based off of that.

 21                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, so this is Mike

 22   Gagnon again with Milone & MacBroom.  Basically, the

 23   current design, the way it's shown in the drawings is

 24   based on a post driven racking system, you know,

 25   assuming suitable soil conditions, but as stated in the
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 01   documents, further geotechnical tests will be

 02   undertaken for the purposes of assessing the soil

 03   properties relative to the support of the racking of

 04   the system.

 05                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  I

 06   just wanted to confirm that aspect, and you did state

 07   that there's no other stormwater design soil testing

 08   required; is that correct?

 09                    MR. GAGNON:  That's correct.

 10                    MR. MERCIER:  For the racking, when

 11   you install a post going down a linear row, what's the

 12   typical spacing required, or would that be determined

 13   during geotech, meaning you drive one post and then you

 14   would move 8 feet over and drive another post down a

 15   row.  Do you have any information as to what the

 16   spacing is between posts?

 17                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can't speak to what

 18   the exact spacing will be.  That will be determined

 19   based off the testing and the final design of the

 20   equipment, but I would say it's on the order of 15 to

 21   25 feet, something like that.  It does depend, but it's

 22   not a very large distance between.

 23                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I'll move

 24   to interrogatory response No. 24.  This question was

 25   actually related to the top part of petition page 35,
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 01   the first paragraph, which basically stated that the

 02   east array area for class B soil, except for a limited

 03   area of class B soil, and in the response it's says

 04   approximately 48 percent of the site development area

 05   is within soil group C.  So I'm just trying to

 06   determine, is that response stating that 48 percent of

 07   the existing soil in the east solar area, group C, has

 08   a preexisting condition?

 09                    MR. GAGNON:  Again, this is Mike

 10   Gagnon.  Yes, that refers to the easterly site area,

 11   specifically.

 12                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I was reading

 13   throughout the stormwater report, and I saw that you're

 14   going to model this site as a site group C condition,

 15   the entire site, but I didn't understand it if the DEEP

 16   stormwater division wanted to do a one group soil class

 17   down, I guess you would call it, reduction, excuse me,

 18   to calculate, then why would you use group C for the

 19   entire site if part of the site, almost 50 percent, is

 20   calculated and identified as group C, preexisting?

 21                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, so the site

 22   was -- basically we determined that -- in other words,

 23   the stormwater calculations do account for the stepdown

 24   in the hydrologic soil group as required in DEEP's

 25   Appendix I requirements.  The westerly site is
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 01   predominantly A and B soil, so that was stepped down to

 02   a C.  You know, I would -- I think what we did is we

 03   assumed that the westerly or the easterly site would be

 04   also a condition C, based on the stepdown.

 05                    MR. MERCIER:  Right.  I guess I'm

 06   saying if it's already a preexisting condition C for

 07   half the site, why would you not step it down to D for

 08   half the site for the east side?

 09                    MR. GAGNON:  I would have to look at

 10   the calculations to address that specifically.  But,

 11   again, it was the hydrologic soil group for the current

 12   condition overall.

 13                    MR. MERCIER:  Yes, I understand

 14   that.

 15                    I'm going to move on to question No.

 16   28.  There was, just preliminary scheduling, it

 17   basically stated that the west side area would start a

 18   little later than the east side once construction

 19   started because the golf course on the west side would

 20   be abandoned.  Given that the current timeline does not

 21   appear to be attainable, I'm just trying to determine

 22   if when you go to construct the sites, wouldn't you

 23   work in both areas at the same time, or are you going

 24   to start on the east side first and move to the west

 25   side?  Do you have any preliminary timetable as to how
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 01   this would proceed?

 02                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 03   I believe the construction schedule would have to be

 04   finalized and determined once we know we're approved to

 05   go, if that's the case, and it would be possible to

 06   work on both sites at the same time because the west

 07   side would be decommissioned and not open to the public

 08   in the spring.

 09                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.

 10                    MS. WOLFSON:  Or we could start with

 11   the west side.  That would have to be determined.

 12   There are options, and you'd have to be flexible in the

 13   scheduling.

 14                    MR. MERCIER:  Would that be held up

 15   by manpower or the landowner itself?

 16                    MS. WOLFSON:  A variety of factors

 17   that we assess at a later time.

 18                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, in GCE's

 19   responses to the town's concerns that was attached to

 20   Mr. Hanson's interrogatories, there were some values

 21   given for the land for both the east and west arrays.

 22   For the west site -- the west array site it stated

 23   that -- in response to that, 3.8 acres would be

 24   disturbed for construction.  Did that 3.8 acres include

 25   both construction of the stormwater basin, proposed
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 01   stormwater basin, and the solar field?

 02                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon.

 03   Yes, I can answer that.  That did include the

 04   excavation required for the stormwater basin.

 05                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Would you have

 06   just a figure or the solar field grading itself handy

 07   or is it mixed in?

 08                    MR. GAGNON:  If you look in the plan

 09   set, the actual grading on it is shown on LA1 for the

 10   west site that shows the grading that's going to occur

 11   within the inside of the compound area, and then sheets

 12   LA2 and LA3 show the grading that's going to occur

 13   within the compound area on the east site.

 14                    MR. MERCIER:  I was just looking for

 15   if you had information as to the acreage you're

 16   creating in the solar field was both the east and west,

 17   excluding the stormwater addition.

 18                    MR. GAGNON:  I do not have those

 19   numbers broken out separately, no.

 20                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 21                    Now, when you do the grading in the,

 22   we'll just say the west side right now, in the solar

 23   field area, you'll have some exposed soil, and I

 24   believe in the responses to the town that you provided

 25   you state that the exposed areas would be hydroseeded
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 01   with tackifier within 72 hours of the final grading.

 02                    MR. GAGNON:  Correct.

 03                    MR. MERCIER:  Just to be clear, that

 04   would be done, the hydroseeding, prior to post driving;

 05   is that correct?

 06                    MR. GAGNON:  That would be the

 07   attempt.  The idea would be that we would want all the

 08   disturbed slopes, as a result of the grading, to be

 09   stabilized.

 10                    MR. MERCIER:  How long would you

 11   have to wait for the seed that's applied to germinate

 12   and grow sufficiently to stabilize that before you can

 13   start driving construction vehicles on that graded

 14   area?

 15                    MR. GAGNON:  So typically, you know,

 16   that's a 2 or 3-week duration but, you know, it really

 17   depends on the type of equipment that they're going to

 18   use to actually do the post driving.  It's been our

 19   experience that they use small Bobcat type vehicles

 20   with post driving equipment and, in other words, small

 21   track vehicles and, again, I don't know if there's

 22   anybody else on the team that could also elaborate on

 23   that.

 24                    MR. MERCIER:  I understand you have

 25   track vehicles, but I'm trying to determine, you know,
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 01   you can have the tracks tearing up the soil if it's not

 02   properly vegetated after you hydroseed.  So, again, I

 03   was just looking for what you thought the timeframe

 04   was.  Are you thinking two or three weeks before you

 05   can start doing anything in those areas; correct?

 06                    MR. GAGNON:  Generally, yes.

 07                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Now for the

 08   west area, the northern portion which is not being

 09   graded prior to post driving, will the existing turf

 10   grass remain in place?

 11                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, that is the

 12   intent.

 13                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Now, during

 14   construction you said there will be track vehicles and

 15   the type of equipment for post driving and module

 16   placement, things like that, where you have vehicles up

 17   on the graded area and nongraded area.  Are there any

 18   intermediate erosion controls specified in the solar

 19   field area during construction to slow down any type of

 20   erosion from stormwater that may fall on disturbed

 21   slopes?

 22                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  So, again, this

 23   is Mike Gagnon.  So on the sedimentation and erosion

 24   control sheets in the drawings, we do show some rings

 25   of what we call compost filter tubes that actually will
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 01   be placed.  As an example, if you look at sheet SE2

 02   where we have to reduce some of the hills within the

 03   golf course area, we're actually showing rings of

 04   compost filtered tubes downgradient of those areas that

 05   need to be disturbed.

 06                    MR. MERCIER:  I saw that on the

 07   eastern area.  What about the west side?  I didn't see

 08   any proposed.

 09                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  Other than the

 10   placement of the perimeter saltation controls, no,

 11   there really isn't anything inside of the field that's

 12   going to be placed in terms of the compost filter tubes

 13   that I referred to earlier.

 14                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, is there a

 15   monitor proposed?  If you receive a general permit, do

 16   you have to have some type of monitor?

 17                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  In response to a

 18   construction general permit, weekly inspections must be

 19   conducted during construction to ensure that the sites

 20   remain stable and also after significant rainfall

 21   events, as well.

 22                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, is this monitor

 23   part of a construction team, or they only show up once

 24   a week?  In other words, is he there every day doing

 25   other tasks?
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 01                    MR. GAGNON:  No.  This would be a

 02   consultant, such as ourselves, that that would be their

 03   sole responsibility.  In other words, they would not

 04   be -- they generally are not affiliated with the actual

 05   construction of the facility.

 06                    MR. MERCIER:  Would the monitor have

 07   the authority to order corrective actions if they see

 08   something going on in the middle of the solar field

 09   where you didn't specify any type of immediate

 10   measures, you know, some type of erosion problem, does

 11   he have the authority to tell the contractor to fix the

 12   area?

 13                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, absolutely, and

 14   that's the purpose, or one of the purposes, of having

 15   somebody out there periodically is, obviously, if

 16   conditions develop where additional controls are

 17   warranted, they can make that call to the appropriate

 18   people with the general contractor to make sure that

 19   those measures are employed.

 20                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Just going

 21   back to the construction aspect of the project, whether

 22   it's east side or west side, once you start driving the

 23   post, what's the interval when workers will start

 24   assembling the racking frame, we'll call it, on the

 25   post?  Once a post is driven, would it be like three
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 01   weeks before individuals can go in and start working on

 02   a completed row, for example?

 03                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can give some input

 04   there, unless you want to add anything first, Mike.

 05                    MR. GAGNON:  No, Jean-Paul, that's

 06   fine.

 07                    MR. LeMARCHE:  There is not a

 08   defined period of time.  I think it is typically done

 09   differently on different projects.  In some cases, for

 10   large projects, there will be enough space on site

 11   where there can be crews doing the pile driving and

 12   they move to a different section of the site and

 13   continue pile driving where other crews will start

 14   putting the modules on, so there's no needed rest

 15   period or time in between from that perspective.

 16                    For this project, specifically, and

 17   projects on the general permit, I believe the limiting

 18   time period will have to do with erosion control

 19   measures, stabilization, and just making sure

 20   everything is managed under the DEEP permit.

 21                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Reading

 22   through some of the responses, I saw the term "racking

 23   table" or "table."  Is that just simply a racking

 24   frame, something that supports a panel?  I think I saw

 25   that on No. 38.  It mentioned something called "table."
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 01                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yeah, I think that is

 02   in reference to basically the frame of the -- the steel

 03   frame that is supporting modules that stands between

 04   the posts driven into the ground.  So while they are

 05   all somewhat interconnected, there are, in fact,

 06   discrete sections of frame or table.

 07                    MR. MERCIER:  Do you know how many

 08   panels each table can hold?

 09                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't know off the

 10   top of my head.  I know we addressed that in the

 11   questions somewhere.

 12                    Gina, do you remember that number?

 13                    MS. WOLFSON:  I think we were -- the

 14   question talked more about the spacing between them and

 15   not the number of panels in each.  I would have to look

 16   that up.

 17                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 18                    Now, regarding the construction

 19   aspect again, I understand that, you know, as part of

 20   your construction phasing, you're going to go in and

 21   establish controls and start doing site grading and

 22   construct the stormwater basin before you do anything

 23   else.  Once the stormwater basins are constructed,

 24   you're going to use them as sediment trap, according to

 25   the information submitted.  So I'm just trying to get a
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 01   handle on how water will be discharged from the

 02   sediment trap during construction, you know, if it

 03   fills up.  How is that controlled?  Sediment control

 04   and the water control.

 05                    MR. GAGNON:  So this is Mike Gagnon.

 06   I can answer that.  So what we did, each stormwater

 07   basin has a trapezoidal outlet control and the bottom

 08   of the -- or the bottom of the V-notch of the trapezoid

 09   and the weir wall is approximately 6 inches above the

 10   bottom of the basin, which really provides, during

 11   construction, a means to store any potential sediment

 12   that may get into the basin but also offered -- during

 13   the longer term affords some degree of infiltration of

 14   stormwater, particularly during smaller rainfall

 15   events.  So typically what we like to do, as a

 16   temporary measure at the weir walls, is we'll actually

 17   provide or call for stone, like an additional stone

 18   weir level spreader to be placed at the weir wall so

 19   that it actually enhances the storage capacity for

 20   potential sediment that may get into the basin, but

 21   also the stone will provide a filtering of any water

 22   that leaves through the V-notch from the basin.

 23                    MR. MERCIER:  You said the V-notch

 24   is located 6 inches above the bottom of the basin?

 25                    MR. GAGNON:  That's right, yes.
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 01                    MR. MERCIER:  So that's the point

 02   where the water will leave?

 03                    MR. GAGNON:  Correct.

 04                    MR. MERCIER:  It will leave and

 05   filter through like a rip-rap structure?

 06                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.

 07                    MR. MERCIER:  If there's a lot of

 08   sediment, would the V-notches get clogged?  At 6

 09   inches, it doesn't seem very high.  I'm just trying to

 10   get an understanding of how it would work if it's

 11   clogged or overflowed or anything of that nature.

 12                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  Again, that's

 13   the purpose of having that other temporary stone that I

 14   spoke of, so that if the sediment gets above the V --

 15   and keep in mind, the V-notch is opened all the way to

 16   the top of the walls, so, you know, even if the

 17   sediment were to get at a foot above the bottom of the

 18   basin, the water would still be able to leave, so to

 19   speak, assuming that the sediment plume within the

 20   basin was level.

 21                    But, again, we would recommend,

 22   obviously, and this would be one of the things that the

 23   compliance monitor would keep an eye on, is that any

 24   accumulation within the basin should be removed,

 25   particularly if it approaches the bottom of the
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 01   V-notch.

 02                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  So there is a

 03   possibility that sediment laden water is going to leave

 04   this basin -- either basin early and filter through the

 05   modified rip-rap structure if there was a large storm

 06   and it washed away -- caused an erosion problem.  I

 07   thought that the tension basin would retain water so it

 08   could settle and discharge water near the top.  How do

 09   you know this design is going to capture a lot of

 10   sediment that might accumulate that's suspended in the

 11   water in the basin?

 12                    MR. GAGNON:  We actually ran

 13   computations based on the Connecticut Sedimentation and

 14   Erosion Control Manual.  I think those computations

 15   were provided as a supplemental information to

 16   demonstrate that, based on the amount of disturbed area

 17   that is contributing to the stormwater basins, that

 18   they will be able to retain the amount of sediment

 19   below the bottom of the trapezoidal notch.  And also

 20   keep in mind, too, that the majority of both sites, the

 21   existing grass cover will be retained, so that area,

 22   you know, was assumed will not contribute any sediment

 23   to the basins.

 24                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Was that

 25   sediment storage analysis, was that a part for the
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 01   requirement for a DEEP general permit, the calculations

 02   that you just talked about?

 03                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe they are, but

 04   we provided them anyway.  I think they were -- again,

 05   they were provided as supplemental information.

 06                    MR. MERCIER:  To the DEEP stormwater

 07   division?

 08                    MR. GAGNON:  That, I don't know, but

 09   I know it was provided to the Council.

 10                    MR. MERCIER:  My question is is that

 11   type of information necessary to retain your general

 12   permit through the general permit process?

 13                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe so, yes.

 14                    MR. MERCIER:  Move on to Council

 15   interrogatory response No. 38.  This response has to do

 16   with questions regarding potential erosion in elevation

 17   after the site is constructed and operational, would

 18   that have any effect on any type of erosion and

 19   resulting sedimentation?

 20                    And in the second part of the

 21   response it talks about different grades at the east

 22   and west arrays.  Of the proposed arrays, some would be

 23   between 9 and 15 percent, some will be between 2 and 9

 24   percent.

 25                    In any event, according to the
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 01   DEEP's proposed appendix I revision of the general

 02   permit, there's a condition for post construction

 03   measures, such as level spreaders, terraces, or berms

 04   whose spokes are greater than 5 percent but less than

 05   10 percent.  I didn't see any of these types of

 06   features on the -- any of the plans submitted, nor did

 07   I see any -- it wasn't brought up in the interrogatory

 08   response, so is it the intent to install these features

 09   on spokes that exceed 5 percent?  Could it be less than

 10   10 percent?  Again, that's terraces, level spreaders,

 11   or berms.

 12                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  It wasn't our

 13   intent, unless requested as part of DEEP's review, to

 14   add those features.  Again, it's been our experience on

 15   similar sites that we have not experienced any

 16   significant erosion at the drip edge, keeping in mind

 17   that the way the panels are positioned, the water is

 18   actually allowed to also pass in between the panels.

 19   So the way the tables are set up they're arranged in

 20   portrait, I believe they're one over one portraits, so

 21   that water, as opposed to sheet flowing off the entire

 22   12 and a half foot plus or minus width, it actually --

 23   there's a gap midway between the panel that the water

 24   is allowed to also cast through.  So, effectively, you

 25   know, the amount of runoff that is generated is only
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 01   about 6 and a half feet.  So, you know, as I stated,

 02   there's actually a gap midway between the table.

 03                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I'm just

 04   curious why DEEP's stormwater plan would include that

 05   in the appendix I if they're not going to require you

 06   to do it.  Did you guys have any conversation -- did

 07   GCE have any conversation with DEEP stormwater staff

 08   regarding that type of stormwater control feature?

 09                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe during the

 10   pre-application meeting we had indicated that that was

 11   the intent is that gaps would be provided between the

 12   panels so that, you know, there would be some -- the

 13   runoff would be able to leave the panels at mid row, as

 14   opposed to collecting for the entire width.

 15                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 16   Just going back to some of the construction procedures.

 17   We talked a little bit about you having track vehicles

 18   and going through the sites driving posts and things of

 19   that nature.  If soils are compacted from these types

 20   of vehicles just before final seeding of the site when

 21   construction is completed, is there any type of

 22   activity that GCE is going to do to loosen any soils to

 23   be sure that the soils are not compacted and any

 24   resulting seed that's put down can grow properly?

 25                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't think we have
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 01   a detailed level of specification like that of if a

 02   certain amount of compaction, that we will take a

 03   certain activity to aerate or loosen the soils.  But

 04   obviously we have to have the seed mixes grow and

 05   established, so if there is activities that need to

 06   take place, such as loosening, in order to make the

 07   vegetation established, then we will do those.

 08                    So I think it's more about we are

 09   committing to having the established vegetation and

 10   then doing what's needed to reach that point.

 11                    MR. MERCIER:  Who on site would

 12   determine whether certain areas needed to be addressed

 13   before a final seeding?

 14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I would assume it

 15   would be a combination of internal project management,

 16   as well as the third party independent engineer that

 17   reviews it, along with DEEP.  Of course, if needed,

 18   we'd consult with our own engineering consultants.

 19                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay, thank you.

 20                    Going back to the stormwater basins,

 21   after the site is constructed and it's now operational,

 22   you'll have the stormwater basins with their rear

 23   outlets.  Can you describe -- is the discharge of the

 24   water the same as you explained earlier?  Is it post

 25   construction that it will somehow flow over land once
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 01   it leaves the basin area?

 02                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon

 03   again.  The water will generally leave through the

 04   V-notch in the weir wall.  Just on the other side of

 05   the V-notch, we have a rip-rap outlet protection to

 06   dissipate those flows prior to making -- prior to that

 07   flow running over land down towards downgradient areas.

 08                    MR. MERCIER:  How would you ensure

 09   that water leaving that weir structure is not going to

 10   be channelized into one area or -- how are you going to

 11   make sure it's spread out once it leaves?

 12                    MR. GAGNON:  So the rip-rap outlet

 13   protection that's provided at each wall was designed to

 14   prevent that, so in addition to the rip -- you know, we

 15   provided what we're going to call a rip-rap energy

 16   dissipator, but at the end of that dissipator, we are

 17   constructing essentially a level spreader that's being

 18   constructed also out of the same stone as the outlet,

 19   and really the function of that is to dissipate the

 20   flow so that you don't create any point source

 21   discharge beyond that point or beyond the outlet.

 22                    MR. MERCIER:  Well, the western

 23   array area, I understand that the property owner

 24   appears to be at the end of that section, and you're

 25   going to be occupying a portion of the golf course
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 01   that's abandoned.  Once the waters from the stormwater

 02   basin is discharged, this is post construction, do you

 03   know what services or activities are planned on that

 04   site below the discharge point, or is it going to be

 05   turf grass that's abandoned, or are you going to plant

 06   meadow species?  Do you have any idea?

 07                    MR. GAGNON:  Really the intent is to

 08   leave that area as meadow, essentially meadow grass.

 09                    MR. MERCIER:  Would that area be

 10   under your control or the property owner's control once

 11   it leaves the weir structure?  Outside the storm basin

 12   structure.  Excuse me.

 13                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe the area

 14   outside the fence of the facility would then become the

 15   responsibility of the property owner.

 16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Ryan, can you speak

 17   to that if you know what the landowner's intents are?

 18                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.  This is Ryan

 19   Linares.  As of right now, there are no plans for the

 20   landowner to do anything with that excess property.  It

 21   will be under his control.

 22                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  The only

 23   question I have is I saw a sand trap that's preexisting

 24   right below your weir structure, so I wasn't sure.

 25   Just beyond the sand trap is a wetland, so I'm just
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 01   trying to determine if any flow from your stormwater

 02   structure is going to go into the sand trap or somehow

 03   channelize around the sand trap and enter the wetland.

 04   That was my question.

 05                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  And, again, this

 06   is Mike Gagnon.  Again, the design of those rip-rap

 07   outlet protection areas are designed to dissipate the

 08   energy such that as those flows leave that area, the

 09   idea is that they will become nonerosive, and I believe

 10   that sand trap is actually a little bit higher than the

 11   outlet or the basin.

 12                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 13                    For the outlet of the east side

 14   basin, it appears that's pretty close to proximity to a

 15   paved golf cart path.  I wasn't sure if there's any

 16   modifications to the golf cart path or any type of flow

 17   operations so it doesn't impact the golf path or run

 18   down the golf path.  Do you have any information on

 19   that?

 20                    MR. GAGNON:  Again, the intent there

 21   is beyond the rip-rap outlet protection, we're going to

 22   be installing a blanket of permanent erosion control

 23   blanket to make sure that that area between the paved

 24   path area and the rip-rap outlet remains stabilized,

 25   and then as the flow hits that path, that's actually
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 01   going to provide a greater -- we see it as a greater

 02   degree of dissipation, so, if anything, that path will

 03   actually act like a level spreader when the flow hits

 04   that point.

 05                    MR. MERCIER:  Is that path already

 06   there, or is that something that's going to be

 07   constructed as part of the project?

 08                    MR. GAGNON:  That's going to be

 09   constructed as part of the project.

 10                    MR. MERCIER:  Is there a certain

 11   type of pitch?  How is it pitched?

 12                    MR. GAGNON:  We envision it will be

 13   pitched in the direction towards the west, and

 14   approximately 2 percent is generally the acceptable

 15   cross slope.

 16                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 17                    In the GCE's response to the town

 18   comments, that's part of that one interrogatory, there

 19   was talk of the Town of Stonington Groundwater

 20   Protection District.  Did the town provide you with any

 21   guidance document, or anything of that nature, of

 22   measures to undertake due to construction within their

 23   groundwater protection overlay district?

 24                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 25   To my knowledge, they have not provided anything, and
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 01   we did receive comments back from the town planner that

 02   the third party engineer, the town engineering

 03   consultant, was satisfied with the responses, but we

 04   didn't receive any feedback about any special

 05   construction protocols.

 06                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 07   That's all the question that I have right now.  Thank

 08   you very much.

 09                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 10   Mercier.

 11                    We will continue cross-examination

 12   by the Council with Mr. Harder.  Thank you.

 13                    MR. HARDER:  Yes, thank you.  I have

 14   a few questions.

 15                    The first one, a couple questions

 16   probably about visibility.  I know that -- I believe in

 17   response to the petitioner's response to the town's

 18   comments there was an indication that the petitioner be

 19   willing to work with the residents to modify the

 20   screening provisions, and I'm wondering -- that's one

 21   of the issues, probably the most significant issue for

 22   me, anyway, would be the visibility.  Frankly, the view

 23   of the fence, to me, I'd rather look out and see the

 24   solar panels than the fence.  Just the way it's

 25   presented, anyway, in some of the simulations.
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 01                    So I'm wondering if someone could

 02   describe or discuss a little bit how much more the

 03   petitioner is willing to do, how much more would be

 04   done to screen the system, including this fairly large

 05   stretches of fence line that present a visual issue, as

 06   far as I'm concerned, also.

 07                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 08   I believe we would consider addressing that separately.

 09   You know, maybe away from this proceeding we'd be

 10   willing to.  We actually have tried -- we did try to do

 11   that.  That was the intent by reaching out early on so

 12   that we could get feedback and incorporate that into

 13   the plans and the petition.  We did our best at the

 14   time and, you know, that was the hope, that we'd get

 15   some specific feedback on the plans and we would

 16   consider it at that point.

 17                  MR. HARDER:  Could you, I guess,

 18   describe how much more you could do or would do, I

 19   guess, to see if it's feasible to screen the entire

 20   length of the fencing?

 21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.  I

 22   think screening, in general, along with fence line is

 23   feasible.  We're open to really many different

 24   arrangements, so it's hard to say well, X amount or

 25   some quantitative amount is acceptable and some
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 01   quantitative amount isn't acceptable, but we're happy

 02   to work with surrounding neighbors or town.  If people

 03   provide feedback and say we would like this, we would

 04   like that, we'd absolutely consider it, and there's not

 05   really a set limit.  It's just trying to find what

 06   makes people happy and what we can do.

 07                    I mean, I'm sure there are some

 08   types of plants or screenings or trees that are not

 09   feasible that wouldn't grow in the area, that would

 10   take too long.  There are some things that probably

 11   just don't work, but I'm not going to say that there's

 12   a hard line.  It's really a negotiation.  We're happy

 13   to have those discussions.

 14                    MR. HARDER:  Fair enough.  Thank

 15   you.

 16                    My next question is on the

 17   application section 3.6, the decommissioning plan.

 18   There's a note about the concrete pads.  It says,

 19   "Concrete pads will be broken up and hauled to a nearby

 20   facility where it will be accepted most likely at no

 21   charge."  That one caught my eye.  I'm not aware of a

 22   lot of places that accept waste at no charge.  So could

 23   you give us a little better idea of what's behind that?

 24                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 25   The numbers that were presented in the decommissioning
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 01   plan were all estimates.  They were based on a template

 02   that we had worked with up in Massachusetts and on

 03   other sites around here.  We modified that and that's a

 04   number that would -- at the time we would finalize and

 05   provide a more accurate estimate, but we're talking,

 06   you know, a couple of decades in the future, and as far

 07   as the other numbers and the labor rates and the

 08   salvage estimate, we assume most of the materials can

 09   be recycled.  This is a market that's emerging.  There

 10   are not many, if any, facilities being decommissioned

 11   at this time, and we have to do our best to come up

 12   with numbers for 15, 20 years from now.  We would only

 13   anticipate that the market would be there for recycling

 14   and salvaging these materials.

 15                    MR. HARDER:  That's understood.  I

 16   really was looking specifically or referring

 17   specifically to the concrete pads and the comment about

 18   them being accepted at no charge.  I mean, I understand

 19   that concrete can sometimes be recycled, but I'm

 20   wondering if that is what is anticipated here also for

 21   the concrete pads.  Again, even in most cases I think

 22   of those kinds of facilities there's a charge, so I was

 23   wondering.  It seemed like something specific was in

 24   mind here because of the comment "most likely at no

 25   charge."
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 01                    MS. WOLFSON:  Maybe it was an

 02   assumption that it could go to maybe for solid or

 03   municipal waste, but it's something that we can look

 04   into and refine.  The pads are not that large.  We

 05   could revisit that estimate, if needed.

 06                    MR. HARDER:  Okay.  It sounds like

 07   it might have been wishful thinking in some ways.  But

 08   okay.  Not a big deal, I guess, at this point.

 09                    In the section 3.5, "Operation and

 10   Maintenance" there was a comment, "The project would be

 11   thoroughly inspected at designated intervals."  Can you

 12   explain what that means, "designated intervals"?

 13                    MS. WOLFSON:  We do have an

 14   inspection sheet and there are various different tasks,

 15   items that were included in the petition appendix with

 16   the L & M materials, and several things are inspected

 17   annually, including the electrical system, all of the

 18   equipment, the grounds, the fencing, anything related

 19   to safety.  Also the stormwater, measures that are in

 20   place, also inspected, and we do have remote monitoring

 21   as well.

 22                  MR. HARDER:  Okay.  So it was

 23   referencing that schedule, I guess, those intervals

 24   designated in that plan?

 25                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.
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 01                    MR. HARDER:  All right.  Thank you.

 02                    I have a question about the

 03   proximity of the arrays to the remaining golf holes,

 04   actually.  I'm assuming that on the western side, the

 05   west array, that none of the golf holes will be in use

 06   in the future; is that correct?

 07                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 08   Yes, that's correct.

 09                  MR. HARDER:  Okay.  On the east side,

 10   though, I'm assuming that's not the case.  I know the

 11   holes on the other side of Elmridge Road would still be

 12   in play, and some of the holes on the south side of

 13   Elmridge Road would be in play.  Could you indicate --

 14   I'm looking -- the one that catches my eye most is the

 15   hole that's -- I think it's a green, actually, that's

 16   right in the interior corner of the array property, if

 17   you will, or the array area.  I don't know what the

 18   hole numbers are, so I can't say, but my issue is

 19   assuming not all the golfers are scratch golfers that

 20   are going to play here, there will probably be some

 21   balls flying around that might strike the arrays, and

 22   I'm wondering what -- have you thought about that?  Is

 23   it a concern?  Is there other provisions, like netting,

 24   that would be put up to protect the arrays?  Would you

 25   discuss that?
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 01                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman

 02   again.  We have discussed that and the landowner and

 03   manager of the course will be redesigning certain holes

 04   to come up with an 18-hole configuration.  So we have

 05   been working with him on that, and we don't have a

 06   final plan yet at this point, but we do also have a

 07   provision in our lease agreement that allows for just,

 08   you know, working together in the future, whether it's

 09   with landscaping or redesigning or configuring a hole

 10   that would help with that.  We don't know at this point

 11   how many -- we can't anticipate or estimate how many

 12   golf balls would be going that way, but we did walk the

 13   course with him, and he had some good information on

 14   where people are shooting, in which direction, where

 15   the balls land based on the groundskeeping and where

 16   they actually see, you know, balls that are lost, and

 17   we did have those discussions with him, and we'll

 18   continue to work together on that.

 19                    MR. HARDER:  Okay.  Looking, again,

 20   at the east array, I'm guessing there's a good chance,

 21   obviously, there will be holes retained or new holes

 22   constructed to the east of the east array, but to the

 23   north there's one that goes all along Elmridge Road and

 24   then another one to the west of the east array.  In

 25   your agreement or discussions with them, have you
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 01   reached any agreement, are there any provisions for

 02   certain areas to be restricted where play would be

 03   prohibited, or would there be minimum separating

 04   distances?  Have you talked about that kind of detail

 05   between the arrays and any play areas?

 06                    MS. WOLFSON:  Ryan Linares and I

 07   have spoken with the landowner, and I believe the hole

 08   to the west of the east array, it would remain in play,

 09   but people would be driving downhill, and the other one

 10   would remain in play, and there's an existing row of

 11   trees, deciduous and evergreen trees, along there that

 12   would be retained, and we didn't see that that would be

 13   an issue.

 14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I just want to add --

 15   go ahead, Gina.

 16                    MS. WOLFSON:  It's based on the play

 17   and how people -- I'm not a golfer, so I can't really

 18   comment on the design or the length of the fairway and

 19   how many shots it would take to make it up to that

 20   green, but we had been discussing that.

 21                  MR. HARDER:  I think it's something

 22   that we would look for, you know, that that issue be

 23   addressed.

 24                    And just one thing, the final

 25   comment I'll make is you mentioned about there being a
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 01   line of trees.  I am a golfer and one of the things

 02   that we always think about or keep in mind is that the

 03   trees are 90 percent air, so when you hit a ball into a

 04   tree, there's always a good chance that it comes out

 05   the other side.  So a line of trees may not provide the

 06   protection.  But as long as that's something that's

 07   going to be dealt with so that, you know, undue damage

 08   from our golf balls doesn't become a problem.  You

 09   know, that's what I'm concerned about, so.

 10                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.  I

 11   guess one point I want to make is that the modules

 12   themselves are rated for pretty high loads.  This is

 13   not just like glass of a windshield or a window.  It's

 14   really specially tailored glass, and the typical rating

 15   is for hail, but the hail rating test that is usually

 16   done for modules is golf ball sized hail at 60 miles an

 17   hour.  So there could be a good amount of golf ball

 18   strikes, if they were to happen, that wouldn't

 19   necessarily do any damage either.

 20                    So I think, while we do want to work

 21   with the landowner in advance and set up a plan that

 22   would minimize risk, I think we also intend to see what

 23   happens as it goes and how much damage would really be

 24   caused, but I don't think it's as much as would be

 25   feared and I just --
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 01                    I guess I want to ask you a

 02   clarifying question of, you said you were looking for a

 03   solution for that?  What exactly would you want to see?

 04   What are you looking for from us?

 05                  MR. HARDER:  Well, I don't have any

 06   specific solution in mind.  I guess the only thing I

 07   wanted to make sure is that it's an issue that is

 08   either being addressed or would be addressed.  I think

 09   we can agree, obviously, a good size hailstorm with

 10   golf ball sized hail would probably be more of a test,

 11   I guess, than the odd golf ball flying around every

 12   couple of days.  But so really that's it.  I want to

 13   make sure that it's something that is on the agenda and

 14   whether it's the strength of the glass itself or

 15   whether it's some backup provisions like netting,

 16   whatever.  Golf balls fly at more than 60 miles an

 17   hour, I think, at least for some golfers anyway.  I

 18   don't know -- when they go up in the air as far as they

 19   do and they come back down to earth, I don't know how

 20   fast they're going at that point.  I just want to make

 21   sure it's something that's on the agenda.  That's all.

 22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Understood.

 23                    MR. HARDER:  That is the last

 24   question I had.  Thank you.

 25                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.
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 01   Harder.  I think this is a good point for us to take a

 02   15-minute break.  We'll see everybody back here at 335,

 03   and we'll commence with questioning with Mr. Hannon.

 04   Thank you.

 05                    (Whereupon, a recess was taken from

 06   3:21 p.m. until 3:35 p.m.)

 07                    MR. MORISSETTE:  We're ready to

 08   continue cross-examination.  We continue with Mr.

 09   Hannon.  Thank you.

 10                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I just want

 11   to make sure -- one clarification.  I'm pretty sure

 12   this was discussed, but the intent is to maintain 18

 13   holes of a golf course, shut down 9 holes and in lieu

 14   of the 9 holes being shut down, that would be the area

 15   associated with the solar project; correct?

 16                    MR. LINARES:  That is correct, yes.

 17                    MR. HANNON:  Can you hear me?

 18                    MS. WOLFMAN:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 19   Currently three holes on the west side, all three of

 20   those would be decommissioned and the other six would

 21   be -- I'm not necessarily sure if they're all within

 22   the footprint of the east, but the golf course would be

 23   reconfigured with 18 on the land north of Elmridge Road

 24   and south.

 25                    MR. HANNON:  So what you were
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 01   referring to earlier, so is it the property owner's

 02   flexibility as to which holes they actually utilize for

 03   the 18 holes for the course?  It sounds like that may

 04   be a possibility.

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think the answer is

 06   that, yes, using some of the land of the golf course

 07   for the solar project, nine holes will be

 08   decommissioned.  There will be an 18-hole golf course.

 09   The exact location of 18 holes and where he puts his

 10   golf course is not something that we have complete

 11   control of.  We can give him feedback and work with him

 12   to make sure that it's designed in such a way to

 13   respect our project and not send golf balls into it too

 14   much.  It's his land, it's his golf course, it's his

 15   decision.

 16                    MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.

 17                    My next question is related to

 18   information in the Milone MacBroom document.  I think

 19   this is in the general application.  It talks about one

 20   of the other benefits of decommissioning 9 holes of

 21   golf will result in 33 percent decrease in use of

 22   chemicals and fertilizer for turf maintenance and 33

 23   percent decrease in water from the brook.  Do you have

 24   any idea how much chemicals and fertilizer, whether

 25   it's tons or what that number is, that would be
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 01   decreased?  You may not because it's not your

 02   particular project, the golf course.

 03                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.

 04   We do know there are various product names of different

 05   chemicals that we've learned from and that information

 06   is available.

 07                    MR. HANNON:  The reason I'm kind of

 08   asking is it really may be more the water because I'm

 09   looking at, again, page 32 under "Existing Golf Course,

 10   Turf Maintenance, and Water Usage," and it looks as

 11   though the average 5-year withdrawal was about

 12   8,400,000 gallons a year.  So assuming if you knock a

 13   third of that off, you get the diversion permits for 40

 14   million gallons per year, has any consideration been

 15   given to possibly modifying the diversion permit so

 16   there's not as much water, sort of accounted for where

 17   it may serve other purposes?  If the golf course isn't

 18   going to use it, is there a way to possibly reduce the

 19   permit so they still get the water they need, but it

 20   may actually open up water for other uses?

 21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.

 22   You're referencing the permit that the golf course has

 23   with the existing water; right?  Prior to this project?

 24                    MR. HANNON:  Yes.

 25                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I understand what
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 01   you're saying, I think it makes sense, but I don't

 02   think we have the ability to comment on what the

 03   landowner and golf course is going to do.

 04                    MR. HANNON:  Have there been any

 05   discussions about that at all?

 06                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I'm not aware of any

 07   discussions.  Gina or anyone, are you aware?

 08                    MS. WOLFSON:  I'm not aware of any

 09   discussions on limiting the water.

 10                    MS. RAYMOND:  Same as me.

 11                    MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.

 12                    Again, in the Milone on page 28, I

 13   just need a clarification on this.  I'm not sure what a

 14   Second Order Soil Survey is.  Can you please briefly

 15   describe it for me?

 16                    MS. RAYMOND:  Sure.  This is Megan

 17   Raymond.  I'm a soil scientist.  Essentially what a

 18   second order soil survey is, I'm getting a little

 19   feedback in my headphones, is that we have a macro

 20   scale and our CS mapping of the property, and then we

 21   go and actually sample the soils to refine the

 22   boundaries between mapped soil types.  So it's

 23   basically just an onsite survey.  It's a little bit --

 24   it's a direct evaluation, as opposed to using macro

 25   scale resources.
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 01                    I was just going to add in this

 02   particular instance, just given that that soil survey

 03   was specific to conducting a wetland delineation, the

 04   essential criteria there was just to evaluate all of

 05   the encountered soils to define the boundary between

 06   poorly drained soils and delineate those wetlands.  It

 07   wasn't necessarily -- there wasn't an additional soil

 08   evaluation that was conducted prior to the stormwater

 09   design, but the second soil that's described in that

 10   wetland report was specific to a wetland delineation.

 11                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I just

 12   wanted to verify something.  My understanding is that

 13   the wetland delineations were done in the fall of 2019

 14   and the winter of 2020.  There may be a couple of

 15   potential pool sites located on the property but

 16   that -- somebody had gone back out to the site three

 17   different times in the spring to determine whether or

 18   not they were a viable pool; is that correct?

 19                    MS. RAYMOND:  That's correct.

 20                    MR. HANNON:  I just wanted to make

 21   sure the timing was correct on that.

 22                    This is a question that Mr. Mercier

 23   had raised earlier, and I'm a little confused as to how

 24   some of the grouping may have been done on the site and

 25   associated with stormwater.  On page 35 of Milone and
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 01   MacBroom it says, "Based on the test of the hydrologic

 02   group," which I think we've seen, and that was stepped

 03   down to soil C.  I'm looking at the interrogatories on

 04   No. 24, page 9 referring to page 35, approximately what

 05   percentage the site development is in soil C group.

 06   That says approximately 48 percent of the site's

 07   development area is within the hydrologic soil group C,

 08   and then when you go back and look at the stormwater

 09   report by Milone & MacBroom on page 17, it talks

 10   about -- this is the second to last paragraph, it talks

 11   about, "Hydrologic soil group C and D was assumed for

 12   the proposed conditions in accordance with recent

 13   Connecticut DEEP policies regarding solar projects."

 14                    So on one area you're saying that

 15   it's C, and in another area you're saying it's C and D,

 16   so I'm just trying to figure out exactly what it is.

 17                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon

 18   again with Milone & MacBroom.  So essentially what we

 19   did is we verified the hydrologic soil groups that were

 20   published in the NRCS data and, for the most part, you

 21   know, there's a mix between essentially the majority of

 22   the site is, let's call it hydrologic group B.  So what

 23   we did in the proposed calculations within the compound

 24   area, the limits, is we did do the stepdown in

 25   accordance with appendix I, and there were some
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 01   instances where there were small areas of existing

 02   hydrologic group C that we actually stepped it down to

 03   D, and I think that's what you were seeing there.

 04                    In regards to our response No. 24, I

 05   think that's something that may warrant some additional

 06   clarification because I believe, and I'm, you know,

 07   and, again, we will substantiate that, I think that 48

 08   percent read is a result of after the stepdown in that

 09   area.

 10                    MR. HANNON:  The reason I'm asking

 11   is because in one spot in the interrogatories you're

 12   saying approximately 48 percent of the site development

 13   is within hydrologic soil group C, so that, to me, is

 14   more than a couple of little spots.

 15                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  I think that's in

 16   response after the stepdown.  So what we did is we

 17   stepped it down from B down to C, but, again, we can

 18   certainly clarify that.

 19                    MR. HANNON:  In the stormwater

 20   report, I hate to keep bouncing around, but I'm going

 21   with the flow of some of the things I was reading.  Can

 22   you please explain, I'm a little confused between your

 23   five test pits and your five DEEP hole test pits.  Were

 24   they done in the same areas?  Because I notice on page

 25   10, the middle of the page, it talks about filling a
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 01   total of five test pits that were done by hand to a

 02   depth of 24 inches, but then on page 14 it talks about

 03   five DEEP hole test pits, but I didn't see any test

 04   indications.  I saw the DEEP test pit.  I'm just trying

 05   to make sure I understand what --

 06                    MR. GAGNON:  So the shallow test

 07   pits, we refer to those in laymen's terms, as shovel

 08   tests, and those were the shallow test pits that were

 09   taken to verify the hydrologic soil classification,

 10   whereas the DEEP hole test pits that were taken, those

 11   were taken specifically in the area of classified soils

 12   and to ensure that there weren't going to be adverse

 13   conditions that would preclude the stormwater

 14   management basins being there, such as presence of

 15   ledge, high ground water conditions, and the like.

 16                    So there was a difference really for

 17   the purposes of the two, so the DEEP hole test pits

 18   were exclusively for the stormwater basins, whereas the

 19   other shallower test pits were taken throughout the

 20   sites to verify the surface soil conditions.

 21                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  On the

 22   western site can you tell me about the percentage of

 23   the site that's being regraded?

 24                    MR. GAGNON:  I would say

 25   approximately 40 percent, plus or minus.  And, again,
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 01   it's the area for the construction of the -- you know,

 02   the access roads on into the -- going into the site.

 03   Obviously, the footprint of the stormwater basin, and

 04   then there's an area of the existing slope upgradient

 05   of the stormwater basin, if that's going to be regraded

 06   and really that's to -- there's a lot of ovulations in

 07   the existing terrain in that area that we want to

 08   flatten out to make it more advantageous for

 09   construction of the solar racking.

 10                    MR. HANNON:  And then the same

 11   question for the eastern site.  That looks like a lot

 12   less.

 13                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, that site is a lot

 14   less, and really the intent there is there are some --

 15   for example, on sheet LA2 there's two areas that are

 16   east of the stormwater basin where there's some

 17   existing hills that were developed for the golf course

 18   that have to be leveled, and then there will be an area

 19   to the south of the stormwater basin that we're going

 20   to grade a diversion swale to direct the flow from the

 21   upland slope towards the basin and then, obviously,

 22   then the area or the footprint of the basin will

 23   require a regrading, as well.  So the overall

 24   percentage on the east site is considerably less.

 25   That's probably in the order of 20 or 30 percent.
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 01                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  A question

 02   on the interrogatory.  This is interrogatory No. 30 and

 03   it talks about the cotton fill and the net cubic yards,

 04   so it looks as though it's almost 1,841 cubic yards of

 05   cut, but the paragraph below that it also talks about,

 06   "It appears as though there is some high quality gravel

 07   there."  Is most of that gravel from the western site?

 08                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  And that was

 09   based on our observations when we did the DEEP hole

 10   test pits on the west side.  It was below the topsoil

 11   layer.  It was predominantly gravel.  We understand,

 12   given the history of that site, that a lot of that

 13   area, years ago, was mined for gravel as well.  And

 14   this is, you know, just the west site.

 15                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I have a

 16   question about the decommissioning plan, and seeing as

 17   how there has been some documentation provided to the

 18   Siting Council saying that you could be more than a

 19   million dollars off on your numbers.  Can you please

 20   explain where you came up with these numbers?

 21                    MS. WOLFSON:  Hi, this is Gina

 22   Wolfman.  So the numbers did assume there would be a

 23   salvage rate for, you know, recycling of most of the

 24   materials.  So that's where there could be a

 25   difference.  We haven't had an opportunity to
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 01   recalculate anything but, as I mentioned earlier, if

 02   you call a facility today, you'll get a number that's

 03   very different than one that might be in the future

 04   where the market is at that point.  So we can only

 05   guess that, you know, what those numbers might be.

 06   They would definitely be going down if more projects

 07   are being decommissioned.  It's a supply and demand and

 08   economics issue.

 09                    So there was a high -- there was an

 10   assumption that many of the materials could be recycled

 11   and salvaged.  That might adjust it.

 12                    MR. HANNON:  Would that include the

 13   solar panels?

 14                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.

 15                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  Continuing

 16   on with the interrogatories, No. 37 talks about

 17   concrete pads being poured on site and talked about

 18   establishing a washout area for the concrete truck, and

 19   I guess I'm having a little bit of difficulty with the

 20   final location is subject to the approval by the

 21   applicant's representative or engineer and also looking

 22   at the concrete washout area, it is basically stating

 23   that the engineer is supposed to be making the final

 24   decision.  I would think that that's something that the

 25   Siting Council would have some say on as to where it
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 01   goes.  I'm not sure that I would like to see it located

 02   within 50 feet of trees, wetlands, or something of that

 03   nature.  I might be looking at something of a greater

 04   distance.

 05                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon.  I

 06   can address that.  So that's something that we would

 07   address, obviously, in the construction documents but,

 08   again, the intent there would be to locate that

 09   facility so that it is well upland of any wetland

 10   resource area and I, you know, looking at the wetland

 11   site, for example, which is pretty confined by a

 12   100-foot buffer to the wetland areas, I would envision

 13   that that washout area would definitely be upland or

 14   away from those areas and would be provided in a spot

 15   that is not going to interfere with any other

 16   construction, as well.

 17                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  Again,

 18   sticking with the interrogatories, No. 15.  I think

 19   this was also a question that was raised by some of the

 20   other parties, and it's referring to will the

 21   petitioner conduct outreach to local emergency

 22   respondents prior to the separation and offer prior

 23   electrical safety training if requested, and to also

 24   follow-up on that, if you could maybe provide some

 25   information as to what you would do there, and if there
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 01   were a fire at this type of project, how would that be

 02   brought under control?  Would it be water, would it be

 03   foam that does not have detox in it?  Could you provide

 04   some information on that, please?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can speak to that.

 06   So answering your second question first in terms of how

 07   would the fire department respond if there were a fire.

 08   We are not experts in fire management.  We are not the

 09   fire department.  We can't directly answer that

 10   question.  I have never experienced a situation or seen

 11   a situation where fire departments are proposing using

 12   the fire retardant foam that is specifically used for,

 13   I guess, aeronautical purposes or petroleum purposes

 14   that has the -- in it for solar.  I don't think that's

 15   a possibility or typically done.  How they would use

 16   water, how they would mitigate it, I really can't speak

 17   to that.  I think that is a question for the fire

 18   department.

 19                    In terms of our interface with them

 20   post construction prior to operation, yes, we typically

 21   will make ourselves available and reach out to those

 22   local first responders with a training, meeting

 23   seminar, however they best want it to be done.  We will

 24   show the points of disconnect to the project, a map to

 25   the site, access, and give an education on solar and
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 01   where the electricity is and the details of it, as well

 02   as answer any questions that they have about the

 03   projects and solar in general.

 04                    MR. HANNON:  So part of your

 05   discussion with the fire department would not be how to

 06   treat it but just to advise where all the critical

 07   components are, and it's up to the fire department to

 08   work into their regimen how they would address such an

 09   issue should it occur?

 10                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's typically how

 11   we handle it.  If they're looking to us for that

 12   expertise of how to treat it, I mean, we don't have

 13   that.  We can try and connect them with people, we can

 14   learn about it in the industry and help, but we are not

 15   experts on it and can't speak to it.

 16                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  The next

 17   few questions deal with the stormwater basins and a

 18   general approach.

 19                    The stormwater basins that you have

 20   on the plans submitted to the Siting Council, are they

 21   in as much detail as you would be submitting to

 22   Connecticut DEEP for a stormwater demo permit, or is

 23   that just sort of a general location and you would have

 24   to work out more specific details with the stormwater

 25   general application?
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 01                    MR. GAGNON:  This would be the same

 02   level of detail that we would include with a general

 03   permit application.

 04                    MR. HANNON:  The reason I'm asking

 05   is because I believe it was the letter submitted

 06   9/24/20 from Mr. Trinkaus.  I'm just looking at the

 07   conclusion, and I don't know how you want to approach

 08   this.  So, for example, in his conclusion he's saying

 09   the ground mounted solar array, as proposed, will cause

 10   adverse environmental impact, the design of the storm

 11   water management practices is not in compliance with

 12   Connecticut DEEP 2004 manual, the basins do not address

 13   water quality or the increased runoff volume which will

 14   be generated from the site and your erosion control

 15   plans are not in compliance with the 2002 DEEP

 16   guidelines, so I'm just curious as to what your take is

 17   on that.

 18                    MR. GAGNON:  Again, we provided the

 19   calculations to support the stormwater basins based on

 20   the contributing drainage areas to those basements,

 21   so -- and we've demonstrated that the basins will

 22   reduce peak flows considerably, and that's also based

 23   on, as I stated earlier, a stepdown condition of the

 24   soil groups.  So, in fact, you know, the runoff

 25   condition from the sites are going to be increased
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 01   because of the difference in the hydrologic soil group,

 02   but also relative to stormwater quality, we ran those

 03   comps, as well, and we've demonstrated that below --

 04   that 6 inches below the V-notch in the weir that we're

 05   able to address the water quality volume requirements

 06   based on the site parameters.

 07                    MR. HANNON:  And if I read it

 08   correctly, my understanding is that your calculations

 09   called for the panel as being treated as pervious.

 10                    MR. GAGNON:  That's correct.

 11                    MR. HANNON:  If the agency

 12   determines that, for whatever reason, that the panels

 13   needed to be treat as impervious, what would that do to

 14   your drainage calculation?

 15                    MR. GAGNON:  Obviously would

 16   increase the peak flow.  Or if there was some sort of

 17   compromise, realizing if we're going to consider the

 18   panels as impervious, would we still also have to apply

 19   the step down condition.  Again, we did not see that we

 20   needed to apply the panels as impervious because we did

 21   not meet the criteria in appendix I.  For example,

 22   greater than 15 percent slopes is generally required

 23   when you have to account for the panels as being

 24   impervious.  Or if you didn't meet the other conditions

 25   as stipulated in appendix I, which would otherwise
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 01   warrant that you would have to apply that condition.

 02                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  In looking

 03   at the comment that came in from the Town of

 04   Stonington, it looks as though the panel's greatest

 05   concern relates to PFAS, which I think everybody is

 06   starting to really taking a closer look at.  When

 07   you're looking at panels, is that anything that has

 08   been identified as to whether the panels have or do not

 09   have a PFAS composition to them?  Is that anything that

 10   can be provided with documentation?

 11                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.  We have

 12   documentation from the solar, the company that we've

 13   proposed using their panels for and any comparable

 14   panel, and we have a memo that was included in the

 15   attachment and there is no -- they made a statement

 16   that there are no PFAS or other derivatives in any of

 17   the materials in their panels.  That was the attachment

 18   to Mr. Hanson's interrogatory or response to the first

 19   set.

 20                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I didn't

 21   see that there.  The other question that I have, and I

 22   think that is my last one, I guess.  As part of the

 23   submittal from the town, they included a letter, I

 24   believe, that's probably a third party engineer.  Have

 25   you had a chance to look at that, and what is your
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 01   response to the comments provided by the third party

 02   engineer?

 03                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman

 04   again.  We did respond to all of the town engineers'

 05   comments and provided them in response to Mr. Hanson's

 06   first interrogatory set.  Most of them were addressing

 07   stormwater, so Mike can speak to that if you have

 08   specific questions about the responses, but we did hear

 09   from the town planner that their engineering consultant

 10   was satisfied with the responses that were provided.

 11                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you very much.  I

 12   have no additional questions.  Thank you.

 13                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 14   Hannon.  We will now continue with cross-examination by

 15   Ms. Guliuzza.

 16                    MS. GULIUZZA:  I have no questions

 17   at this time.  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

 18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Ms.

 19   Guliuzza.

 20                    Now we'll turn to Mr. Lynch.

 21                    MR. LYNCH:  I've got a few follow-up

 22   questions.  I think mostly for Mr. Gagnon.  Starting

 23   out with your comments to, you know, Mr. Harder and,

 24   you know, golf balls not doing any damage to the

 25   panels.  I agree with Mr. Harder.  They travel well
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 01   over 60 miles, 100 miles an hour, and also during our

 02   last couple of big storms we had trees down, branches

 03   down.  Sometimes branches become projectiles.  How much

 04   damage can these branches do to panels?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can respond to

 06   that.  This is Jean-Paul.  Obviously, large branches or

 07   trees can do substantial damage to panels.  And in the

 08   event of very large storms that can happen, damage does

 09   happen to people's property, and I don't think solar is

 10   any different than any other property.  You know, we

 11   have insurance, we have plans in place to cover damage

 12   if it does happen and we can repair it and, you know,

 13   take care of the financial perspective internally.  We

 14   sort of see that as our risk, and we're comfortable

 15   with the risk of storm damage to the project.

 16                    MR. LYNCH:  I guess my follow-up

 17   question would be, you know, if you had to apply for

 18   insurance, that's not always the quickest way to handle

 19   damage.  How long would I take you to replace these

 20   panels?  Give me a rough estimate.

 21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess it depends on

 22   the scale of the damage.  If we're talking about a

 23   handful of modules are broken, it's a pretty quick fix.

 24   You can swap them out in probably around 10 minutes.

 25   You turn off the system, you rewire it, you turn it
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 01   back on, it's not that big of a deal.

 02                    If it's widespread substantial

 03   damage and there's damage to the racking, then, yeah,

 04   we have to potentially order new equipment, and it

 05   could take longer.

 06                    MR. LYNCH:  Thank you.  I just want

 07   to let Mr. Harder know, I'm also a golfer, and I have a

 08   much different understanding of trees in the air on a

 09   golf course.

 10                    Let me follow up with Mr. Hannon's

 11   comments about fire protection.  Now, I talked to a lot

 12   of paid and volunteer fire departments about how they

 13   deal with solar fires.  Now, I can't testify, but I

 14   may -- I'd like to ask a couple of questions and get

 15   your comments on them.

 16                    The first being, you said you're

 17   going to provide training to the local -- in Stonington

 18   it's a volunteer fire department.  What would that

 19   training entail, and if they needed special equipment,

 20   would that be provided to them?

 21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  In terms of the

 22   training it's really focused on site specific, project

 23   specific information.  So showing them layouts, where

 24   the power can be disconnected, and how to access the

 25   site, how to get around the site, so it's less training
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 01   how to fight fire, mitigate the fire, and it's more

 02   training specific to the project and solar specific.

 03                    MR. LYNCH:  That leads me to another

 04   question, if you don't mind.

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Sure.

 06                    MR. LYNCH:  That being the -- does

 07   the training -- in talking to the fire department, they

 08   like to look at a solar field development that has more

 09   than one entrance and exit, and I only see in your

 10   plans, whatever they are, I forget, you know, LA1, LA2,

 11   but it only shows one entrance.  You know, they're

 12   worried about being trapped inside.  Do they have

 13   enough room to maneuver and get out with no problem?

 14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess I'll speak to

 15   that and then pass it over to some other members.  I'm

 16   not sure how many entrances and exits are on this

 17   specific site.  I think Gina can answer that best.  In

 18   terms of if they have room to move around, yes, I think

 19   they do.  We design road width and turn radiuses with

 20   the intent to be able to navigate them with large

 21   trucks, so I do think they have room.  There is some

 22   spare room in the site that is not used, and if we were

 23   specifically asked for an additional gate or something,

 24   you know, we wouldn't use it for our purposes, but we'd

 25   be happy to put some gates around on the site for
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 01   fences and just have them locked and not use them,

 02   unless the fire department wants to use them.

 03                    MR. LYNCH:  I'm sure you'll have to

 04   ask for more than one gate.  Assuming the gates are

 05   locked, would the fire department be provided with

 06   keys?

 07                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Absolutely.  We do it

 08   differently, depending on where we are.  If they want a

 09   lock box, a code, keys in their possession.  We've seen

 10   it different ways, but yes.

 11                    MS. WOLFSON:  I just want to add to

 12   that.  It's Gina Wolfman.  I'd like to point out that

 13   we have another project currently under construction

 14   that the Council approved over on Todd Long Spur

 15   (phonetic) Road, and the plans were we used the same

 16   design standards for the turning radius and the

 17   turnarounds for that project.  That project also has

 18   one gate and -- just to point out that, specifically.

 19   That's a larger project.  But we did -- the fire

 20   department and all town officials had an opportunity to

 21   review the setup that was submitted there, as well.  So

 22   we went with the same design.

 23                    MR. LYNCH:  Continuing on with the

 24   fire problems or situation.  As far as your inverters

 25   are concerned on the panel, now I know they're
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 01   integrated and tied together, the fire department

 02   doesn't really care about one panel that's hot, but a

 03   lot of them that are tied together, do they know how to

 04   turn off these inverters?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't know if they

 06   do or not right now, but that is part of, I guess, our

 07   education to them as to how to put the system down and

 08   different occasions to shut it down, and I can also

 09   point out that as long as the AC tower that's entering

 10   the site connected to the utility is off, then the

 11   inverters automatically shut themselves off, too.

 12                    MR. LYNCH:  Aren't the panels still

 13   hot?

 14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's correct, the

 15   DC side, the panels are still hot as long as the sun is

 16   out.

 17                    MR. LYNCH:  Do you need to go to the

 18   power company, Eversource or whatever, to have that

 19   shut off, or can you do that?

 20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's a good

 21   question.  I believe there are site level disconnector

 22   breakers at the pole location where the utility is

 23   coming into the project that can be shut off there.

 24   Whether or not the first respondents could do that on

 25   their own or they need input or support from the
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 01   utility company, I'm not sure.

 02                    MR. LYNCH:  Could we, sometime in

 03   the future, get an answer to that?

 04                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Absolutely.

 05                    MR. LYNCH:  Thank you.  Hold on

 06   here.  I'm going to scroll through my notes.  I think

 07   I'm done with the fire.

 08                    Also in your decommissioning plans

 09   you have a phrase in there -- forget that.  I lost

 10   track of where I am anyhow.

 11                    Now, explain to me, I read your

 12   interrogatories and your application, why, again, the

 13   ISO capacity option or even why -- you're too small a

 14   facility to be looked at by the ISO?  Is that what your

 15   answer really is?

 16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think that's

 17   correct, but can you say your question in a different

 18   way?

 19                    MR. LYNCH:  I just wonder why, in

 20   simple terms, why is the ISO not involved in your

 21   project?

 22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  The system is too

 23   small.  They are not involved at this scale.

 24                    MR. LYNCH:  As far as, one of your

 25   interrogatories, I think I wrote it down here, No. 6,
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 01   is that you're not going to use batteries for storing

 02   power; is that correct?

 03                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Correct.

 04                    MR. LYNCH:  And my question is why

 05   not?  Let me go a little further.  Hold on before you

 06   answer.  Connecticut is under, we have to be green,

 07   protect a lot of green power by 2040, or something like

 08   that, but over the years, the next 20 years from now

 09   and your project is into that phase, isn't it, as far

 10   as Moore's Law and Moore's Principle, the things change

 11   every year, like 18 months, wouldn't it behoove you in

 12   the future to add new technology, especially batteries,

 13   to your solar field if you're going to meet the 2040

 14   deadline?

 15                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess from a

 16   practical perspective the reason that this specific

 17   project does not include batteries or energy storage is

 18   because the way the contract was given to us for the

 19   sale of the power does not include batteries, so we

 20   can't include them on this project.

 21                    MR. LYNCH:  Couldn't you revise

 22   that -- like I say, and at future times; 5 years, 10

 23   years, couldn't you revisit that?

 24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess we could.  I

 25   don't see a reason we couldn't.  If there was a policy
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 01   in place or an award or a mechanism to have that, but

 02   the current project does not.

 03                    MR. LYNCH:  But the current project

 04   still gets, you know, federal and state tax credits; is

 05   that correct?  Until a couple of more years anyhow.

 06                    MR. LeMARCHE:  It gets federal tax

 07   credit.  I'm not sure there's any state level credit.

 08   I'm not 100 percent sure on that.

 09                    MR. LYNCH:  The other thing, in one

 10   of your interrogatories you talk about snow and ice.

 11   I'd like to revisit that for a second.  Last year we

 12   had a snow and ice storm, and a lot of the solar panels

 13   in my neighborhood on our houses didn't melt for a

 14   couple of days.  So I got a little curious and I went

 15   to one of the solar fields, and the same thing I saw

 16   there, the ice packed the snow down, and it did not

 17   melt off.  Now, that means that it's not delivering any

 18   power.  What can you do to eliminate or have the snow

 19   and ice problem be dealt with?

 20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think -- I mean,

 21   geographically there's not a lot that we can do about

 22   having snow and ice in the wintertime in Connecticut.

 23   It's going to be there.  And it really just -- it

 24   doesn't make practical sense or economic sense or sense

 25   from gaining electricity generation to clean the
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 01   modules.  And the reason that the snow and ice doesn't

 02   melt after a snow event is because it generally stays

 03   with low temperatures and low solar radiation, so it

 04   doesn't cause it to melt, which are also times that the

 05   project would generate very little electricity, so

 06   there's not a strong benefit to remove the snow and

 07   ice.  And in our estimates of annual production,

 08   lifetime production of the system, we account for that.

 09   We account for lower solar radiance in the winter, as

 10   well as significant number of days where there's going

 11   to be no production because the modules are covered in

 12   snow.

 13                    MR. LYNCH:  Okay.  Thank you.  I did

 14   find the comment on the decommissioning point here.

 15   There's a phrase in there that says, decommissioning

 16   will come about or the project reaches the end of its

 17   useful life.  Can you explain either one of those for

 18   me?  What would cause abandonment and could a useful

 19   life be longer than -- or shorter, rather, or longer

 20   than what it's projected?

 21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think the

 22   abandonment and, again, correct me if I'm wrong, but

 23   the abandonment piece is just a protectionary (sic)

 24   measure in the case that there are completely

 25   unforeseen issues.  It's to protect the town, it's to
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 01   protect the neighbors from it being sitting there and

 02   not used and just being taken down.  So that's

 03   something that we really don't expect to have happen.

 04   Nobody is going to actually abandon it.

 05                    In terms of the second question, can

 06   you say what that was again?  Sorry.

 07                    MR. LYNCH:  If the project reaches

 08   it usefulness, useful life, either earlier or after.

 09                    MR. LeMARCHE:  It could be longer.

 10   If at the end of the contracts for what we have right

 11   now to sell power, if there is a second contract or a

 12   repowering of the system, it could be longer up until

 13   the lease period of the land, but it will not be

 14   shorter than its predicted life.

 15                    MR. LYNCH:  Thank you.  My last

 16   question has to deal with what a Texas energy and

 17   oilman told me awhile back that these projects in the

 18   future, the independent solar panel projects will

 19   eventually be bought out by big companies.  Is it

 20   your -- I'm sure Mr. Hoffman might stop me on this one,

 21   but is there any plans in the future, or are you

 22   looking to, somewhere down the line, five, 10 years,

 23   put this project on the market?

 24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I am not aware of any

 25   plans to -- for that to happen, to put the project on
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 01   the market.

 02                    MR. LYNCH:  Those are all my

 03   questions, Chairman.

 04                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 05   Lynch.

 06                    I'll now ask Mr. Silvestri to

 07   cross-examine the petitioner.

 08                  MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you, Mr.

 09   Morissette.  Most of my questions have actually been

 10   posed by Council members, but at times, as we all know,

 11   question and answers kind of spur more questions, so

 12   actually I have three followups that I'd like to start

 13   with.

 14                    And, Mr. LeMarche, in following up

 15   with what Mr. Lynch was posing about the snow, can you

 16   remind me as to how many stacked panels in a vertical

 17   fashion are in a rack?  Is it two or is it four?

 18                    MR. LeMARCHE:  You mean how many

 19   modules are, in essence -- I think it's two.  I think

 20   two is the answer to your question.  There are two like

 21   this.

 22                  MR. SILVESTRI:  So, again, getting back

 23   to the snow part, I've experienced situations or seen

 24   situations where snow would shed off that upper layer

 25   of panels and then accumulate on the bottom panel but
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 01   not necessarily all shed off, so the question I have

 02   for you, does that impede the whole system from

 03   running, or would the top panel that is now free from

 04   snow still produce power for you?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  In general, one

 06   module will impact another module, so there are

 07   approximately 25 to 26 modules that are electrically

 08   connected in what we call a string.  They're wired

 09   together in a series.  If one of those modules has a

 10   low voltage, it will bring down the voltage of that

 11   entire series, string of modules, so it depends a

 12   little bit on configuration but, in general, yes, snow

 13   in one part of the array will affect other modules.

 14                  MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  I also have

 15   a followup to -- I forgot who posed it.  I forget if it

 16   was Mr. Lynch or Mr. Harder, so I'll apologize to both

 17   of them, not knowing which one.  I think it was Mr.

 18   Lynch.  When he was talking about the fire aspect of

 19   it, you had mentioned that there would be some type of

 20   device on one of the poles, and I think you might have

 21   been referring to the group operated air brake.

 22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Correct.

 23                    MR. SILVESTRI:  My understanding, at

 24   least with a group operated air brake, or a GAOB, if

 25   that opens up, that's going to stop power from being
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 01   transferred from the panel system to the grid.  So the

 02   question I have, I know that's the case, but if the

 03   GAOB is opened, does that also stop solar production on

 04   the panels?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  So what it does, the

 06   inverters have -- they're called anti islanding.  So if

 07   there is no AC power on the AC side of the inverters,

 08   the inverters are taking the DC power of the modules

 09   and converting them to AC.  If there's no AC power, the

 10   inverters immediately shut off.  If the air brake is

 11   open, then the inverters are off.

 12                    The DC side, the modules, they do

 13   not have that automatic shutoff.  So if the sun is

 14   shining and the modules are there, there will be power

 15   being generated by the modules, but it will stay on

 16   the -- on that DC side.

 17                    MR. SILVESTRI:  I got you so far.

 18   So getting back to what Mr. Lynch had posed.  Something

 19   else would have to occur to stop the DC power.

 20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes, and there are

 21   intermittent disconnects throughout the array where you

 22   could shut off groups of the DC wire, basically the --

 23   where it's -- many of the strings will be brought

 24   together and you can shut off from there to the

 25   inverters, but there's not much that can be done to
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 01   shut off the module-to-module power.  That generally

 02   stays live.

 03                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Understood.  Thank

 04   you.  When you mentioned shutoff, is that something

 05   that has to be done on site, or is that a remote

 06   operation?

 07                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Typically at that

 08   level it is done on site.

 09                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So somebody

 10   would have to be dispatched, then, possibly, to help

 11   out in any fire type of situation; is that correct?

 12                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think, in general,

 13   somebody would be dispatched to help out.  There are

 14   mechanisms to shut off the AC site remotely but, yeah,

 15   I think simply -- for a simple answer, yes, somebody

 16   should go to the site.

 17                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  The

 18   other followup I had was to Mr. Harder's question on

 19   trees and golf balls.  I'll say right off the bat, I

 20   tried to be a golfer, but I'm not a golfer.

 21   Nonetheless, I've driven by a number of golf

 22   facilities, golf courses, and I've seen fine screen

 23   mesh that has been put up, mostly along roadways, to

 24   try to stop errant balls from going on the roads and

 25   hitting cars and traffic.  Was there any thought,
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 01   getting back to the trees that Mr. Harder brought up,

 02   any thought of using a fine screen mesh, either behind

 03   the trees or intermixed with the trees to try to stop

 04   errant golf balls?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  We brainstormed about

 06   that.  It had been one of our considerations.  We have

 07   not put any plans in place to deploy something like

 08   that at this time.

 09                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  I'd like

 10   to look now at electrical connections.  I want to start

 11   off by referencing site plan E2 and LA2, if you would.

 12                    The first question I have, the site

 13   plan in drawing E2 has the northern electrical

 14   equipment pad labeled as B1, but if I look at drawing

 15   LA2, it has it labeled as B2.  Which one is correct?

 16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Unless someone has

 17   that answer handy, I think we should probably get back

 18   to you on that one.

 19                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, I'm looking

 20   at, for your reference, drawing E2 and drawing LA2, and

 21   you'll see that there's a discrepancy between those

 22   two.  Okay.

 23                    Let me move on, then, to the

 24   electrical connection questions that I had.  I'm going

 25   to keep on the east array, if you will.  The electrical
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 01   connection from B1, which I believe is the northern

 02   section of the east array; is that correct?

 03                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Gina, do you have

 04   that?  Are you able to answer that?

 05                    MS. WOLFSON:  I don't have it.  I'm

 06   looking for the plan.  The B2 pad on LA2 is the

 07   northern.  The one that's listed as B2, array B2, is

 08   the northern.

 09                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  If I go by

 10   that, a couple of drawings might have to be changed,

 11   then, to get the correct labels on B1 and B2, but let

 12   me try to stay with what you just mentioned about it

 13   being B2.  Would the transition from that northern

 14   array from underground to overhead, that would occur at

 15   hole No. 1; is that correct?

 16                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct,

 17   looking at the electrical drawings.

 18                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Then the other B,

 19   whichever correct number it might be, 1 or 2, that

 20   would then transition at hole 2 from underground to

 21   overhead; correct?

 22                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.  It was at pole

 23   2.

 24                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Then just to

 25   confirm, at pole 1 some B is going to be metered,
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 01   possibly B2, and at pole No. 2, the opposite B is going

 02   to be metered, as well.  Do I have that right?

 03                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct.

 04   They're two separately metered systems.

 05                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, looking at

 06   whatever clarity we need to say it's B1 or B2, but

 07   there's going to be two poles with separate metering

 08   for those two lights?

 09                    MS. WOLFSON:  Mm-hmm.

 10                    MR. SILVESTRI:  If you look at site

 11   plan E2, the poles go in sequence from right to left

 12   and you can easily see pole 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, but I'm

 13   looking for some clarity, if you will, that when I look

 14   at the one-line drawings of E31 and E32, it seems that

 15   both of the one-line drawings have the B2 system

 16   intersecting after pole 3, and the question I have is

 17   why would that occur if, again, pole 3 is going to be

 18   all important for the other electrical connections that

 19   you have there?  Your re-closures.

 20                    MS. WOLFSON:  I don't have the

 21   drawing in front of me.  We would have to check that

 22   with the electrical engineer.

 23                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Again, to

 24   clarify where I'm coming from, when I look at the one

 25   lines, either E31 or E32, the system for B2 just gets
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 01   tied in after pole 3, and I think that needs to be

 02   revised to really know what we just talked about, that

 03   pole 2 is coming in before pole 3, and then you get

 04   into your closures and then you get into your air

 05   brake.  So if you could check that for us, I'd

 06   appreciate it as well.

 07                    MS. WOLFSON:  All right.

 08                    MR. SILVESTRI:  The last question in

 09   that series, again looking at the five poles, the first

 10   question that I'll pose is are five poles actually

 11   needed, or could pole five essentially contain the

 12   group operated air brake switch and the surge

 13   arresters, and then go to pole 4 with the relay cabinet

 14   and reclosure, which would leave pole 3 and pole 2 as

 15   the risers and meters and pole 1 would be eliminated.

 16   So what would happen is you would come off your

 17   electrical pad, and instead of going straight up, you'd

 18   be going on an angle to try to eliminate one of the

 19   poles.  So, with that, are five poles actually needed?

 20                    MS. WOLFSON:  Well, this design was

 21   with our engineers and we did revise the initial layout

 22   to consider their feedback on that.  We did work with

 23   them, and that's a question we could ask on the final

 24   design.

 25                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, I draw a
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 01   parallel to what you have for the western system, what

 02   you can easily see on drawing LA-1.  There you only

 03   have a few poles, basically taking into account what

 04   you need to have your point of interconnection, your go

 05   at pole, you reclosure, and your riser, and, again, it

 06   just seems that one extra pole might not be needed for

 07   the eastern array, so I'd appreciate you checking that

 08   one, as well.

 09                    MS. WOLFMAN:  We'll check on that.

 10                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, barring

 11   clarifications that you'll get back to us on, I don't

 12   have any further questions, Mr. Morissette.  I thank

 13   you.

 14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 15   Silvestri.  I have a couple of questions myself.

 16                    I'd like to start off with the

 17   wetlands lineation, figure 11.  I would like to know,

 18   are all of the distances to the arrays greater than 100

 19   feet?

 20                    MS. RAYMOND:  This a Megan Raymond,

 21   wetland scientist with Milone & MacBroom.  The

 22   perimeter of the work areas, or the perimeter of the

 23   array fields, have been cited to be a minimum of 100

 24   feet away.  The 100 foot wetland offset is depicted on

 25   the plans in the engineering drawings.  So that's most
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 01   specific to the western array.

 02                    The eastern array, the limit of

 03   disturbance is greater than 100 feet, but the western

 04   array, the limit of the fence is going to be situated

 05   right along the 100 foot, if you were looking at

 06   connecting nomenclature or the regulations.

 07                    MS. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you.

 08   Concerning wetland No. 2, it's documented that it's in

 09   the theme of 100 and 500 year flood plan.  Are the

 10   arrays themselves in jeopardy of those 100 or 500 year

 11   floods?

 12                    MS. RAYMOND:  The arrays themselves

 13   are situated above the base flood elevations, the 100

 14   year base flood elevation.

 15                    As it relates to the 500 year, I

 16   don't have the data to define -- we'd have to look back

 17   at the flood study to look at that elevation

 18   specifically, but I do know that the arrays are

 19   situated above the 100 year base flood elevation, and

 20   actually the mapped 500 year doesn't overlap the array

 21   area.  That sort of extends north along that ponded

 22   area, but just from a sheer overlay to the FEMA map, it

 23   would be situated outside of the 500 year for that one,

 24   as well.

 25                    MS. MORISSETTE:  Very good.  Let's
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 01   see.  Just some clarification on Mr. Silvestri's

 02   discussion relating to shutoff of the panels and

 03   disconnection.  Now, Mr. LeMarche, is it the panels

 04   will be disconnected or, as you said, shut off?

 05                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't understand

 06   the difference between your question, between the two

 07   scenarios in your question.

 08                    MR. MORISSETTE:  If they're shut

 09   off, they're not generating DC electricity.  If they're

 10   disconnecting, they're still generating DC electricity,

 11   but they're unable to flow to the additional panels

 12   and, therefore, the inverter.

 13                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Right.  So at the

 14   inverters where the DC power enters the inverter, there

 15   is a switch at that point where we can open and open

 16   the circuit and essentially shut off the DC power to

 17   the inverters.

 18                    MS. MORISSETTE:  That's not my

 19   point, though.  You're not shutting off, you're

 20   disconnecting.

 21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes, you are

 22   disconnecting it.  It is a disconnect switch.  Farther

 23   down the line there are what we call combiner boxes and

 24   junction boxes that tie modules together.  There's a

 25   disconnect at that point, too.  So we can disconnect
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 01   between the combiner box and the inverters.  More

 02   granular than the combiner boxes is the string level

 03   where it's 25 modules wired together in a series.

 04   Those do not have a disconnect.

 05                    MR. MORISSETTE:  So DC energy would

 06   still be flowing.  My clarification is that it will be

 07   disconnected, not shut off.

 08                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.  There are two

 09   levels of disconnect on the DC side.

 10                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you.

 11                    I'm still confused related to the

 12   response in set 1, question No. 3, relating to the rate

 13   in which you will fall back to Eversource, and it has

 14   to do with the SG2 rate.  I am not aware of an SG2 rate

 15   existing.  I'd just like to clarify that.  I don't

 16   believe Eversource had one.  They have a rate 980, but

 17   not an SG2 rate.

 18                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Which interrogatory

 19   set is this?

 20                    MS. MORISSETTE:  That's the first

 21   set, answer No. 3.

 22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess I can't speak

 23   to more detail than what's written in the

 24   interrogatory.  Gina, if you can, great; otherwise, I

 25   think we'll have to get back to you.
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 01                    MS. WOLFSON:  Other than defining

 02   what the rate is, I can't speak further beyond what we

 03   have there.

 04                    MR. MORISSETTE:  If you can clarify

 05   that.  My point being is that you're selling to

 06   Eversource at the non-firm excess generation rate,

 07   whatever rate that may be, probably rate 980, meter

 08   rate, but you don't have a host facility.

 09                    I'd like to turn everyone's

 10   attention to the abutter well locations.  Just to

 11   confirm a couple of items for me.  It appears that

 12   Woodland Circle and -- I'm sorry, Woodland Court and

 13   Fairway court, that they are on town water.

 14                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct.

 15                    MR. MORISSETTE:  And then north side

 16   of the facility, you have more well situations, and

 17   there are three properties that do have wells, and they

 18   range from 260 feet to 420 feet.

 19                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct.

 20                    MR. MORISSETTE:  What protections

 21   are in place to ensure that those wells are not

 22   impacted, and are the distances adequate enough to

 23   protect them?

 24                    MS. WOLFSON:  We believe those

 25   distances are adequate to protect them from
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 01   construction damage.  Typically, a survey would be

 02   done, a well survey, if you were developing closer to

 03   the property line or closer to the well, but at those

 04   distances we believe that's protective for the

 05   equipment we'd be using.  We're not using any blasting,

 06   and it doesn't -- it's not an issue, in our opinion.

 07                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  So what

 08   distances would be closer by that you would then be

 09   concerned with?  Is there a standard in the industry

 10   or?

 11                    MS. WOLFSON:  If I could defer to

 12   Mike on that one.  Mike Gagnon.

 13                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, I would say, and,

 14   again, I don't know what particular hazards might be

 15   considered here, but I would dare to say, you know,

 16   obviously anything closer than what is allowable, for

 17   example, by subsurface disposal; ie, a septic system

 18   definitely would warrant some concern, but anything

 19   greater than that, you know, I doubt that the site

 20   would pose any kind of risk to the wells.

 21                    MS. WOLFSON:  As we mentioned, the

 22   equipment we're using, we're driving posts and using

 23   track mounted small vehicles, equipment wouldn't be any

 24   different than, say, doing foundation work or

 25   excavation work, just driving those piles throughout
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 01   the area.

 02                    MR. MORISSETTE:  What would be a

 03   safe distance, for example, if you could put a number

 04   on it, Mr. Gagnon?

 05                    MR. GAGNON:  I would say -- I guess

 06   my estimate would be 150 feet would be sufficient.

 07                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  Thank you.

 08                    Just a quick question relating to

 09   the interconnection.  So both the east and west are

 10   interconnected to the distribution system separately,

 11   and what's the voltage that they're interconnecting at?

 12                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Do you have that

 13   available, Gina?

 14                    MS. WOLFSON:  Which sheet would that

 15   be best to find it on?

 16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  It should be on the

 17   19 diagram.  I believe it is -- speaking from memory, I

 18   believe it's 12 or 13KB.  I would have to look it up

 19   and check.

 20                    MS. MORISSETTE:  I can look it up.

 21   That is correct, that you're interconnecting both of

 22   them separately onto the distribution system and that

 23   they're being treated and metered separately.

 24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's correct.

 25                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Just one last
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 01   question, and this really has to do with visibility.

 02   If I look at the well location drawing -- which I find

 03   is very useful to see the overall facility in relation

 04   to the wetlands and the abutters' property.  Now, is

 05   the Woodland Court and Fairway Court -- there appears

 06   to be a tree line along the property line.  Are those

 07   trees large and have a high canopy, or are they low and

 08   offer some semblance of screening?

 09                    MS. WOLFSON:  There is some

 10   screening there, for sure, and there are photos that

 11   Mr. Hanson submitted from the interior of the property

 12   in the recent -- in his responses to our last set of

 13   interrogatories.  So there is some screening there, and

 14   we didn't actually do a full tree survey, but I don't

 15   know if you have those photos available.

 16                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I do have those

 17   photos, and I did take a look at them, but it appears

 18   that the photos -- I have to look at them again.  It

 19   appears that the photos were taken closer to the

 20   property line, so it didn't embellish that there was a

 21   tree canopy available to provide some screening.

 22                    MS. WOLFSON:  There are photos from

 23   your initial photo log that are shot from into the

 24   facility toward those properties, as well.  Those were

 25   in the disability assessment.  Let me see what numbers
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 01   they would be.

 02                    MR. GAGNON:  Gina, this is Mike.

 03   I'm looking at photo No. 7, I believe, which is looking

 04   south towards that area.

 05                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  That

 06   will be helpful.

 07                    Is there any thought about providing

 08   additional screening along this property line along

 09   Woodland, and at least 5 Woodland and 6 Woodland Court,

 10   to enhance the treeline?

 11                    MS. WOLFSON:  We did mention that

 12   that's something we're willing to do.  We told him that

 13   is an option.  When we spoke to Mr. Hanson, we had

 14   mentioned that during the meeting.

 15                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Very good.

 16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I looked it up.  It's

 17   13.8KB.

 18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  Good, thank

 19   you.

 20                    That's all the questions that I have

 21   at this time.  We are approaching the 5 o'clock

 22   timeframe.  I'll ask Attorney Bonnano, do you have

 23   additional cross-examination, and should we put it off

 24   until our next hearing?

 25                    MR. BONNANO:  Yes and yes.
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 01                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Given that, I will

 02   call a recess until 6:30 when we will have -- we will

 03   commence the public commenting session.  So that,

 04   again, will be at 6:30 for the remote public hearing

 05   for public comment.

 06                    MR. BONNANO:  Mr. Councilman, before

 07   you adjourn, Mike Bonnano, I just want to confirm that

 08   the next date is October 20th.  Attorney Bachman has

 09   been wonderful in providing assistance and information.

 10   I want to make sure because I have a trial scheduled

 11   that day.  It's likely going to go off.  I wanted to

 12   confirm that that is when questioning would resume.

 13                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, Tuesday,

 14   October 20th, at 2 p.m.

 15                    MR. BONNANO:  Thank you very much.

 16                    MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll resume at

 17   6:30.

 18                    (Whereupon, the hearing was

 19   adjourned at 4:53 p.m.)

 20  
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          1                    MR. MORISSETTE:  This remote public



          2   hearing is called to order this Thursday, October 1,



          3   2020, at 2 p.m.  My name is John Morissette, member and



          4   Presiding Officer of the Connecticut Siting



          5   Council.



          6                    At this point, I will ask other



          7   members of the Council to acknowledge that they're



          8   present when introduced for the benefit of those who



          9   are only on audio.



         10                    Robert Hannon, Designee for



         11   Commissioner Katie Dykes, Department of Energy and



         12   Environmental Protection.



         13                    MR. HANNON:  Here.



         14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Linda Guliuzza,



         15   Designee for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett, Public



         16   Utilities Regulatory Authority.



         17                    MS. GULIUZZA:  Present.



         18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Robert Silvestri?



         19                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Present.



         20                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Michael Harder?



         21                    MR. HARDER:  Present.



         22                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Daniel P. Lynch,



         23   Junior?



         24                    Mr. Lynch, I see that you're



         25   connected.  We will move on.
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          1                    Members of the staff; Melanie



          2   Bachman, Executive Director and staff attorney.



          3                    MS. BACHMAN:  Present, thank you.



          4                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Robert Mercier,



          5   Siting Analyst?



          6                    MR. MERCIER:  Present.



          7                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Ms. Lisa Fontaine,



          8   Fiscal Administrative Officer.



          9                    MS. FONTAINE:  Present.



         10                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Please note there



         11   is a statewide effort to prevent the spread of the



         12   Coronavirus.  This is why the Council is holding this



         13   remote public hearing, and we ask for your patience.



         14   If you haven't done so already, I ask that everyone



         15   please mute their computer audio and/or telephone now.



         16                    This hearing is held pursuant to the



         17   provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General



         18   Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative Procedure



         19   Act upon a petition from Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC



         20   for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to the General



         21   Statutes, section 4-176 and section 16-50K, for the



         22   purpose of construction, maintenance, and operation of



         23   a 3.0-megawatt-AC solar photovoltaic electric



         24   generating facility on two parcels at the Elmridge Golf



         25   Course located to the east and west of North Anguilla
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          1   Road at the intersection with Elmridge Road in



          2   Stonington, Connecticut.



          3                    This Petition was received by the



          4   council on June 4, 2020.



          5                    The Council's legal notice of the



          6   date and time of this remote public hearing was



          7   published in The Day on September 1, 2020.  Upon the



          8   Council's request, the petitioner erected signs at the



          9   proposed site located at the Elmridge Road and North



         10   Anguilla Road so as to inform the public of the name of



         11   the petitioner, the type of facility, the remote public



         12   hearing date, and contact information for the Council



         13   (website and phone number).



         14                    As a reminder to all, off the record



         15   communication with a member of the Council or a member



         16   of the Council's staff, upon the merits of this



         17   petition, is prohibited by law.



         18                    The parties and the intervenors to



         19   the proceeding are as follows:  The petitioner,



         20   Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC represented by Attorney



         21   Lee Hoffman; Party/CEPA intervenor for Douglas Hanson,



         22   represented by Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano;



         23   Party/CEPA intervenor for Proponents for Responsible



         24   Emplacement of Stonington Solar, known as PRESS,



         25   represented by Attorney Emily Gianquinto.

�



                                                                7





          1                    We will proceed in accordance with



          2   the prepared agenda, a copy of which is available on



          3   the Council's Petition 1410 webpage, along with the



          4   record of this matter, the public hearing notice,



          5   instructions for public access to this remote public



          6   hearing, and a Council's Citizen's Guide to Siting



          7   Council Procedures.  Interested persons may join any



          8   session of this public hearing to listen but no public



          9   comments will be received during the 2 p.m. evidentiary



         10   session.  At the end of the evidentiary session, we



         11   will recess until 6:30 p.m. for the remote public



         12   comment session.



         13                    Please be advised that any person



         14   may be removed from the remote evidentiary session or



         15   public comment session at the discretion of the



         16   council.



         17                    The 6:30 p.m. public comment session



         18   will be reserved for the public to make brief



         19   statements into the record.  I wish to note that the



         20   petitioner, parties and intervenors, including their



         21   representatives and witnesses, are not allowed to



         22   participate in the public comment session.  I also wish



         23   to note for those who are listening and for the benefit



         24   of your friends and neighbors who are unable to join us



         25   for the remote public comment session, that you or they
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          1   may send in written statements to the Council within 30



          2   days of the day hereof, either by mail or e-mail, and



          3   such written statements will be given the same weight



          4   as if spoken during the remote public session.



          5                    A verbatim transcript of this remote



          6   public hearing will be posted on the Council's Petition



          7   1410 webpage and deposited with the Town Clerk's office



          8   in Stonington for the convenience of the public.



          9                    Please be advised that the Council



         10   does not issue permits for stormwater management.  If



         11   the proposed project is approved by the council, a



         12   Department of Energy and Environmental Protection,



         13   (DEEP) Stormwater Permit is independently required.



         14   DEEP could hold a public hearing on any Stormwater



         15   Permit application.



         16                    The council will take a 10 to



         17   15-minute break at a convenient juncture around 3:30



         18   p.m.



         19                    Moving on to Item B on the agenda,



         20   we have a motion that was filed on September 30, 2020



         21   by -- Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC submitted a motion



         22   to strike the supplemental prefiled testimony of Steven



         23   D. Trinkaus submitted for the Responsible Emplacement



         24   of Stonington Solar.  Attorney Bachman may wish to



         25   comment.  Thank you.
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          1                    MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr.



          2   Morissette.



          3                    On September 30th Greenskies



          4   submitted a motion to strike the supplemental prefiled



          5   testimony of Steven Trinkaus submitted by PRESS on



          6   September 29th.  Just today, PRESS submitted an



          7   objection to Greenskies' Motion to Strike.  Greenskies



          8   moved to strike the Trinkaus supplemental prefiled



          9   testimony on the basis that it is untimely and prompted



         10   by the absence of similar testimony in an unrelated



         11   matter, specifically Petition No. 1347A in Waterford,



         12   for which the evidentiary record closed on August 25th.



         13                    Under the Council's Rules of



         14   Practice, Section 16-50J-28F, it may take



         15   administrative notice as to any exhibit admitted as



         16   evidence by the Council in a prior hearing, submitted



         17   prefiled testimony and supplemental prefiled testimony



         18   in your Record of Petition, 1347A, that was verified



         19   under oath and subject to cross-examination during this



         20   proceeding.



         21                  Mr. Trinkaus is expected to be



         22   available for cross-examination during an evidentiary



         23   hearing session of this proceeding and each party, as



         24   well as the Council, will have the opportunity to



         25   cross-examine Mr. Trinkaus.
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          1                    Therefore, the staff recommends that



          2   the Council take administrative notice of the



          3   evidentiary record of decision No. 1347A and deny



          4   Greenskies' motion to strike.  Thank you.



          5                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Do I



          6   here a motion?



          7                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Mr. Morissette, I'd



          8   like to move to deny the applicant's motion to strike



          9   and, as recommended by staff, take administrative



         10   notice.



         11                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.



         12   Silvestri.  Do we have a second?



         13                    MR. HANNON:  Second.



         14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I will ask the



         15   Council for any discussion one by one.  Ms. Guliuzza,



         16   any discussion?



         17                    MS. GULIUZZA:  No discussion, Thank



         18   you.



         19                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Lynch, any



         20   discussion?



         21                    (No response.)



         22                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay, we'll move



         23   on.  Mr. Hannon, any discussion?



         24                    MR. HANNON:  No, thank you.



         25                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Harder, any
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          1   discussion?



          2                    MR. HARDER:  No discussion.



          3                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  For



          4   voting purposes, I will now go one by one, as well.



          5                    Ms. Guliuzza, how do you vote?



          6                    MS. GULIUZZA:  Approved.



          7                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Lynch, how do



          8   you vote?



          9                    (No response.)



         10                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Hannon, how do



         11   you vote?



         12                    MR. HANNON:  Vote to approve the



         13   motion to deny.



         14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Silvestri?



         15                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Vote to approve the



         16   motion to deny.



         17                    MR. MORISSETTE:  And I will also



         18   approve the motion to deny.  The motion is approved.



         19                    MR. HARDER:  This is Mike Harder.  I



         20   don't think you got my vote.  I also approve the motion



         21   to deny.



         22                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I'm sorry.  I



         23   thought we did that.  Thank you.



         24                    Okay.  Moving on to Item C,



         25   Administrative Notice Taken by Council.  I wish to call
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          1   your attention to those items shown on the Hearing



          2   Program marked as Roman Number IC, items 1 through 96.



          3   Does the petitioner, or any party or intervenor, have



          4   an objection to the items that the Council has



          5   administratively noticed?



          6                    Attorney Hoffman?



          7                    MR. HOFFMAN:  No objection, sir.



          8                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.



          9   Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano?



         10                    MR. FRIEDLER:  No objection.



         11                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Attorney



         12   Gianquinto?



         13                    MS. GIANQUINTO:  No objection.



         14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Accordingly, the



         15   Council hereby administratively notices these existing



         16   documents.



         17                    Moving on to the appearance on the



         18   side of the petitioner.  Will the petitioner present



         19   its witness panel for the purpose of taking the oath?



         20   Attorney Bachman will administer the oath.  Please



         21   begin by verifying all exhibits by the appropriate



         22   sworn witness.



         23                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Thank you, Mr.



         24   Morissette.  For purposes of Attorney Bachman



         25   administering the oath, Greenskies is proffering the
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          1   following witnesses:  Megan Raymond, Mike Gagnon,



          2   Jean-Paul LeMarche, Gina Wolfman, and Ryan Linares.



          3                    MS. BACHMAN:  If the witnesses could



          4   please just raise their right hand.



          5   M E G A N   R A Y M O N D,



          6   M I C H A E L   G A G N O N,



          7   J E A N - P A U L   L e M A R C H E,



          8   G I N A   W O L F M A N,



          9   R Y A N   L I N A R E S,



         10        called as witnesses, being first duly sworn



         11        (remotely) by Attorney Bachman, were examined



         12        and testified on their oaths as follows:



         13                    MR. HOFFMAN:  With the Council's



         14   permission, I will take the witnesses through the



         15   exhibits marked as Roman Numeral II, letter B, for



         16   identification and have them swear to them for full



         17   exhibits, Mr. Morissette.



         18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Please continue.



         19   Thank you.



         20                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. LeMarche, are you



         21   familiar with the exhibits that have been marked in



         22   Roman Numeral IIB for identification purposes?



         23                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.  Can you say



         24   what that is specifically?



         25                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Certainly.  It's the
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          1   Petition for Declaratory Ruling and Petitioner's



          2   Responses to Various Interrogatories dated July 23rd,



          3   August 20th, 24th, and several interrogatories on



          4   September 24th, including from the Siting Council, Mr.



          5   Hanson, and PRESS, as well as various pieces of



          6   prefiled testimony.



          7                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.



          8                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare or



          9   cause to be prepared the information contained in the



         10   petition and in those interrogatory responses?



         11                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.



         12                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Are they true and



         13   accurate to the best of your knowledge and belief?



         14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.



         15                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt those



         16   items as sworn testimony in your testimony today?



         17                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes, I do.



         18                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. Linares, I'll ask



         19   you the same questions.  Are you familiar with the



         20   items marked in Roman Numeral IIB for identification?



         21                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.



         22                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare or



         23   cause to be prepared the materials contained therein?



         24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.



         25                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Is the information
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          1   contained therein true and accurate to the best of your



          2   knowledge and belief?



          3                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.



          4                    MR. HOFFMAN:  And do you adopt those



          5   items as your sworn testimony in today's hearing?



          6                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.



          7                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Miss Wolfman, I think



          8   you can tell what's coming.  Are you familiar with the



          9   items that have been marked as exhibits for



         10   identification purposes in Roman Numeral IIB?



         11                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes, I am.



         12                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare or



         13   cause those materials to be prepared?



         14                    MS. WOLFMAN:  Yes.



         15                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Are they true and



         16   accurate to the best of your knowledge, information,



         17   and belief?



         18                    MS. WOLFMAN:  They are.



         19                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt them as



         20   your sworn testimony here today?



         21                    MS. WOLFMAN:  I do.



         22                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. Gagnon, are you



         23   familiar with the items that are in Roman Numeral IIB?



         24                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.



         25                    MR. HOFFMAN:  And did you prepare or
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          1   cause those materials to be prepared?



          2                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.



          3                    MR. HOFFMAN:  And are they accurate,



          4   true, and complete, according to your information,



          5   knowledge, and belief?



          6                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, they are.



          7                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt them as



          8   your sworn testimony here today?



          9                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.



         10                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Ms. Raymond, are you



         11   familiar with the items listed in Roman Numeral IIB on



         12   the Hearing Program?



         13                    MS. RAYMOND:  Yes.



         14                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Did you prepare those



         15   materials or cause those materials to be prepared?



         16                    MS. RAYMOND:  I did.



         17                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Are they true and



         18   accurate to the best of your knowledge, information,



         19   and belief?



         20                    MS. RAYMOND:  Yes.



         21                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Do you adopt them as



         22   your sworn testimony here today in this hearing?



         23                    MS. RAYMOND:  I do.



         24                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Mr. Morissette, with



         25   that, I would offer up all ten items in Roman IIB as
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          1   full exhibits for the purposes of this hearing.



          2                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Does



          3   any party object to the admission of the petitioner's



          4   exhibits?  Attorney Friedler and Attorney Bonnano?



          5                    MR. BONNANO:  It's only Attorney



          6   Bonnano that's here with you to save you the time of



          7   calling Attorney Friedler every time.  No objection



          8   to -- I believe, Attorney Hoffman, and you can just



          9   correct me, you just limited to Subsection B just 1



         10   through 10?



         11                    MR. HOFFMAN:  Nothing more than B 1



         12   through 10.



         13                    MR. BONNANO:  Thank you.  No



         14   objection.



         15                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Attorney



         16   Gianquinto?



         17                    MS. GIANQUINTO:  No, no objection.



         18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I will now begin



         19   with the cross-examination of the petitioner by the



         20   Council, starting with Mr. Mercier.



         21                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I'm just



         22   going to begin by just going through the GCE's



         23   responses to the Council interrogatories, set 1, to get



         24   things started here.



         25                    So beginning with response No. 7,
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          1   this has to do with -- inter-row shading was mentioned



          2   in the response.  I'm just trying to determine if -- is



          3   there a timing here where inter-row shading is most



          4   prevalent and causes the most losses?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.  I



          6   can answer this.  The wintertime is when inter-row



          7   shading is most severe.  As the sun is lower in the



          8   sky, there's more shading between rows.



          9                    MR. MERCIER:  Is that over like,



         10   say, a 2-month period, a 3-month period, or it's a



         11   graduated point?



         12                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yeah.  I mean, it is



         13   graduated, so the winter solstice, that's the shortest



         14   day of the year with the sun lowest in the sky would be



         15   the worst, and it gets worse or better, depending on



         16   how you look at it on either side of that.



         17                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, is there a point



         18   of the year where there is absolutely no inter-row



         19   shading in this design?



         20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's a complicated



         21   question.  I guess it depends on how you define no



         22   inter-row shading.  We designed the system with the



         23   spacing in between the modules to minimize impact of



         24   inter-row shading throughout the year, and even in the



         25   summer, at the very, very end of the day, there's going
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          1   to be some shading from module to module, but at that



          2   point the production is so low because there's so



          3   little radiation that it's not impactful.  So really,



          4   the only -- there is some level of shading throughout



          5   the year, but it is only impactful to the production in



          6   the wintertime months and on either side of that with



          7   some spring involved.



          8                    MR. MERCIER:  You just mentioned



          9   that you designed the site with inter-row shading in



         10   mind and maybe some other design aspects.  When I was



         11   looking through some of the materials, I saw a couple



         12   of figures given, and maybe you can just confirm them



         13   with me.  Is the vegetative inter-row space between the



         14   arrays 13 feet?



         15                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I do not have that.



         16   Mike or Gina, are you able to answer that exact detail?



         17                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.  I believe it's



         18   13 feet.



         19                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Now in the



         20   response to an interrogatory posed by Mr. Hanson, No.



         21   39, and then in the response to a PRESS interrogatory,



         22   No. 16, different widths were given for the panel array



         23   rows; one was 12.5, the other one was 11.9.  I'm just



         24   trying to determine what the actual width of the panel



         25   is.
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          1                    MS. WOLFSON:  Did you -- is the



          2   question -- this is Gina Wolfman.  Is the question the



          3   width of the panels or the width of the road?



          4                    MR. MERCIER:  Yes.  The road.  It's



          5   listed two different ways; 12.5 and then also 11.9.



          6                    MS. WOLFSON:  I don't have the



          7   plans.  Mike?



          8                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  This is Mike



          9   Gagnon from Milone & MacBroom.  According to our detail



         10   in the drawings on sheet SD2, we are showing the



         11   inter-row spacing of 13 feet, but the actual panel



         12   dimensions are shown as 6.56, basically times 2, and



         13   that dimension is normal to the panel; in other words,



         14   it doesn't represent the actual top down horizontal



         15   dimension, which is approximately 12.5 feet.



         16                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  I



         17   would assume that the response to PRESS interrogatory



         18   16 where it mentioned 11.9, that it's inaccurate or



         19   maybe reflect another type of figure that's unknown.



         20   Thank you for the clarification.



         21                    Now moving to response to



         22   interrogatory No. 18, and this talks a little bit about



         23   racking posts and driving the posts into the ground,



         24   and there was a statement in the response that stated



         25   that the petitioner is going to conduct geotech borings
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          1   within the proposed array area to verify soil



          2   properties.  Now, is the project currently designed on



          3   assumed soil conditions right now?



          4                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can start that



          5   answer.  This is Jean-Paul.  There's different types of



          6   measurements from soil that affect different aspects of



          7   the design, so the stormwater design, the civil design



          8   of the project, I can let Mike speak to, but that is



          9   based off of soil sampling that has been complete and



         10   in the very detailed level of design when we are



         11   specifying the thickness of the posts that are driven



         12   into the ground, the electrical perspective of the



         13   feeders that are under the ground, we need some more



         14   information, such as recessivity and some bearing tests



         15   from actual driving piles and pushing and pulling on



         16   them.  So it is done in multiple stages.  So, yes, we



         17   have made some assumptions, but we've also done some



         18   tests, and we will confirm with future tests, and Mike



         19   can speak to what tests have been done and what design



         20   was based off of that.



         21                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, so this is Mike



         22   Gagnon again with Milone & MacBroom.  Basically, the



         23   current design, the way it's shown in the drawings is



         24   based on a post driven racking system, you know,



         25   assuming suitable soil conditions, but as stated in the
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          1   documents, further geotechnical tests will be



          2   undertaken for the purposes of assessing the soil



          3   properties relative to the support of the racking of



          4   the system.



          5                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  I



          6   just wanted to confirm that aspect, and you did state



          7   that there's no other stormwater design soil testing



          8   required; is that correct?



          9                    MR. GAGNON:  That's correct.



         10                    MR. MERCIER:  For the racking, when



         11   you install a post going down a linear row, what's the



         12   typical spacing required, or would that be determined



         13   during geotech, meaning you drive one post and then you



         14   would move 8 feet over and drive another post down a



         15   row.  Do you have any information as to what the



         16   spacing is between posts?



         17                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can't speak to what



         18   the exact spacing will be.  That will be determined



         19   based off the testing and the final design of the



         20   equipment, but I would say it's on the order of 15 to



         21   25 feet, something like that.  It does depend, but it's



         22   not a very large distance between.



         23                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I'll move



         24   to interrogatory response No. 24.  This question was



         25   actually related to the top part of petition page 35,
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          1   the first paragraph, which basically stated that the



          2   east array area for class B soil, except for a limited



          3   area of class B soil, and in the response it's says



          4   approximately 48 percent of the site development area



          5   is within soil group C.  So I'm just trying to



          6   determine, is that response stating that 48 percent of



          7   the existing soil in the east solar area, group C, has



          8   a preexisting condition?



          9                    MR. GAGNON:  Again, this is Mike



         10   Gagnon.  Yes, that refers to the easterly site area,



         11   specifically.



         12                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I was reading



         13   throughout the stormwater report, and I saw that you're



         14   going to model this site as a site group C condition,



         15   the entire site, but I didn't understand it if the DEEP



         16   stormwater division wanted to do a one group soil class



         17   down, I guess you would call it, reduction, excuse me,



         18   to calculate, then why would you use group C for the



         19   entire site if part of the site, almost 50 percent, is



         20   calculated and identified as group C, preexisting?



         21                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, so the site



         22   was -- basically we determined that -- in other words,



         23   the stormwater calculations do account for the stepdown



         24   in the hydrologic soil group as required in DEEP's



         25   Appendix I requirements.  The westerly site is
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          1   predominantly A and B soil, so that was stepped down to



          2   a C.  You know, I would -- I think what we did is we



          3   assumed that the westerly or the easterly site would be



          4   also a condition C, based on the stepdown.



          5                    MR. MERCIER:  Right.  I guess I'm



          6   saying if it's already a preexisting condition C for



          7   half the site, why would you not step it down to D for



          8   half the site for the east side?



          9                    MR. GAGNON:  I would have to look at



         10   the calculations to address that specifically.  But,



         11   again, it was the hydrologic soil group for the current



         12   condition overall.



         13                    MR. MERCIER:  Yes, I understand



         14   that.



         15                    I'm going to move on to question No.



         16   28.  There was, just preliminary scheduling, it



         17   basically stated that the west side area would start a



         18   little later than the east side once construction



         19   started because the golf course on the west side would



         20   be abandoned.  Given that the current timeline does not



         21   appear to be attainable, I'm just trying to determine



         22   if when you go to construct the sites, wouldn't you



         23   work in both areas at the same time, or are you going



         24   to start on the east side first and move to the west



         25   side?  Do you have any preliminary timetable as to how
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          1   this would proceed?



          2                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.



          3   I believe the construction schedule would have to be



          4   finalized and determined once we know we're approved to



          5   go, if that's the case, and it would be possible to



          6   work on both sites at the same time because the west



          7   side would be decommissioned and not open to the public



          8   in the spring.



          9                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.



         10                    MS. WOLFSON:  Or we could start with



         11   the west side.  That would have to be determined.



         12   There are options, and you'd have to be flexible in the



         13   scheduling.



         14                    MR. MERCIER:  Would that be held up



         15   by manpower or the landowner itself?



         16                    MS. WOLFSON:  A variety of factors



         17   that we assess at a later time.



         18                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, in GCE's



         19   responses to the town's concerns that was attached to



         20   Mr. Hanson's interrogatories, there were some values



         21   given for the land for both the east and west arrays.



         22   For the west site -- the west array site it stated



         23   that -- in response to that, 3.8 acres would be



         24   disturbed for construction.  Did that 3.8 acres include



         25   both construction of the stormwater basin, proposed

�



                                                               26





          1   stormwater basin, and the solar field?



          2                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon.



          3   Yes, I can answer that.  That did include the



          4   excavation required for the stormwater basin.



          5                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Would you have



          6   just a figure or the solar field grading itself handy



          7   or is it mixed in?



          8                    MR. GAGNON:  If you look in the plan



          9   set, the actual grading on it is shown on LA1 for the



         10   west site that shows the grading that's going to occur



         11   within the inside of the compound area, and then sheets



         12   LA2 and LA3 show the grading that's going to occur



         13   within the compound area on the east site.



         14                    MR. MERCIER:  I was just looking for



         15   if you had information as to the acreage you're



         16   creating in the solar field was both the east and west,



         17   excluding the stormwater addition.



         18                    MR. GAGNON:  I do not have those



         19   numbers broken out separately, no.



         20                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.



         21                    Now, when you do the grading in the,



         22   we'll just say the west side right now, in the solar



         23   field area, you'll have some exposed soil, and I



         24   believe in the responses to the town that you provided



         25   you state that the exposed areas would be hydroseeded
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          1   with tackifier within 72 hours of the final grading.



          2                    MR. GAGNON:  Correct.



          3                    MR. MERCIER:  Just to be clear, that



          4   would be done, the hydroseeding, prior to post driving;



          5   is that correct?



          6                    MR. GAGNON:  That would be the



          7   attempt.  The idea would be that we would want all the



          8   disturbed slopes, as a result of the grading, to be



          9   stabilized.



         10                    MR. MERCIER:  How long would you



         11   have to wait for the seed that's applied to germinate



         12   and grow sufficiently to stabilize that before you can



         13   start driving construction vehicles on that graded



         14   area?



         15                    MR. GAGNON:  So typically, you know,



         16   that's a 2 or 3-week duration but, you know, it really



         17   depends on the type of equipment that they're going to



         18   use to actually do the post driving.  It's been our



         19   experience that they use small Bobcat type vehicles



         20   with post driving equipment and, in other words, small



         21   track vehicles and, again, I don't know if there's



         22   anybody else on the team that could also elaborate on



         23   that.



         24                    MR. MERCIER:  I understand you have



         25   track vehicles, but I'm trying to determine, you know,
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          1   you can have the tracks tearing up the soil if it's not



          2   properly vegetated after you hydroseed.  So, again, I



          3   was just looking for what you thought the timeframe



          4   was.  Are you thinking two or three weeks before you



          5   can start doing anything in those areas; correct?



          6                    MR. GAGNON:  Generally, yes.



          7                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Now for the



          8   west area, the northern portion which is not being



          9   graded prior to post driving, will the existing turf



         10   grass remain in place?



         11                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, that is the



         12   intent.



         13                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Now, during



         14   construction you said there will be track vehicles and



         15   the type of equipment for post driving and module



         16   placement, things like that, where you have vehicles up



         17   on the graded area and nongraded area.  Are there any



         18   intermediate erosion controls specified in the solar



         19   field area during construction to slow down any type of



         20   erosion from stormwater that may fall on disturbed



         21   slopes?



         22                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  So, again, this



         23   is Mike Gagnon.  So on the sedimentation and erosion



         24   control sheets in the drawings, we do show some rings



         25   of what we call compost filter tubes that actually will
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          1   be placed.  As an example, if you look at sheet SE2



          2   where we have to reduce some of the hills within the



          3   golf course area, we're actually showing rings of



          4   compost filtered tubes downgradient of those areas that



          5   need to be disturbed.



          6                    MR. MERCIER:  I saw that on the



          7   eastern area.  What about the west side?  I didn't see



          8   any proposed.



          9                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  Other than the



         10   placement of the perimeter saltation controls, no,



         11   there really isn't anything inside of the field that's



         12   going to be placed in terms of the compost filter tubes



         13   that I referred to earlier.



         14                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, is there a



         15   monitor proposed?  If you receive a general permit, do



         16   you have to have some type of monitor?



         17                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  In response to a



         18   construction general permit, weekly inspections must be



         19   conducted during construction to ensure that the sites



         20   remain stable and also after significant rainfall



         21   events, as well.



         22                    MR. MERCIER:  Now, is this monitor



         23   part of a construction team, or they only show up once



         24   a week?  In other words, is he there every day doing



         25   other tasks?
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          1                    MR. GAGNON:  No.  This would be a



          2   consultant, such as ourselves, that that would be their



          3   sole responsibility.  In other words, they would not



          4   be -- they generally are not affiliated with the actual



          5   construction of the facility.



          6                    MR. MERCIER:  Would the monitor have



          7   the authority to order corrective actions if they see



          8   something going on in the middle of the solar field



          9   where you didn't specify any type of immediate



         10   measures, you know, some type of erosion problem, does



         11   he have the authority to tell the contractor to fix the



         12   area?



         13                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, absolutely, and



         14   that's the purpose, or one of the purposes, of having



         15   somebody out there periodically is, obviously, if



         16   conditions develop where additional controls are



         17   warranted, they can make that call to the appropriate



         18   people with the general contractor to make sure that



         19   those measures are employed.



         20                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Just going



         21   back to the construction aspect of the project, whether



         22   it's east side or west side, once you start driving the



         23   post, what's the interval when workers will start



         24   assembling the racking frame, we'll call it, on the



         25   post?  Once a post is driven, would it be like three
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          1   weeks before individuals can go in and start working on



          2   a completed row, for example?



          3                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can give some input



          4   there, unless you want to add anything first, Mike.



          5                    MR. GAGNON:  No, Jean-Paul, that's



          6   fine.



          7                    MR. LeMARCHE:  There is not a



          8   defined period of time.  I think it is typically done



          9   differently on different projects.  In some cases, for



         10   large projects, there will be enough space on site



         11   where there can be crews doing the pile driving and



         12   they move to a different section of the site and



         13   continue pile driving where other crews will start



         14   putting the modules on, so there's no needed rest



         15   period or time in between from that perspective.



         16                    For this project, specifically, and



         17   projects on the general permit, I believe the limiting



         18   time period will have to do with erosion control



         19   measures, stabilization, and just making sure



         20   everything is managed under the DEEP permit.



         21                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Reading



         22   through some of the responses, I saw the term "racking



         23   table" or "table."  Is that just simply a racking



         24   frame, something that supports a panel?  I think I saw



         25   that on No. 38.  It mentioned something called "table."
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          1                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yeah, I think that is



          2   in reference to basically the frame of the -- the steel



          3   frame that is supporting modules that stands between



          4   the posts driven into the ground.  So while they are



          5   all somewhat interconnected, there are, in fact,



          6   discrete sections of frame or table.



          7                    MR. MERCIER:  Do you know how many



          8   panels each table can hold?



          9                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't know off the



         10   top of my head.  I know we addressed that in the



         11   questions somewhere.



         12                    Gina, do you remember that number?



         13                    MS. WOLFSON:  I think we were -- the



         14   question talked more about the spacing between them and



         15   not the number of panels in each.  I would have to look



         16   that up.



         17                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.



         18                    Now, regarding the construction



         19   aspect again, I understand that, you know, as part of



         20   your construction phasing, you're going to go in and



         21   establish controls and start doing site grading and



         22   construct the stormwater basin before you do anything



         23   else.  Once the stormwater basins are constructed,



         24   you're going to use them as sediment trap, according to



         25   the information submitted.  So I'm just trying to get a
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          1   handle on how water will be discharged from the



          2   sediment trap during construction, you know, if it



          3   fills up.  How is that controlled?  Sediment control



          4   and the water control.



          5                    MR. GAGNON:  So this is Mike Gagnon.



          6   I can answer that.  So what we did, each stormwater



          7   basin has a trapezoidal outlet control and the bottom



          8   of the -- or the bottom of the V-notch of the trapezoid



          9   and the weir wall is approximately 6 inches above the



         10   bottom of the basin, which really provides, during



         11   construction, a means to store any potential sediment



         12   that may get into the basin but also offered -- during



         13   the longer term affords some degree of infiltration of



         14   stormwater, particularly during smaller rainfall



         15   events.  So typically what we like to do, as a



         16   temporary measure at the weir walls, is we'll actually



         17   provide or call for stone, like an additional stone



         18   weir level spreader to be placed at the weir wall so



         19   that it actually enhances the storage capacity for



         20   potential sediment that may get into the basin, but



         21   also the stone will provide a filtering of any water



         22   that leaves through the V-notch from the basin.



         23                    MR. MERCIER:  You said the V-notch



         24   is located 6 inches above the bottom of the basin?



         25                    MR. GAGNON:  That's right, yes.
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          1                    MR. MERCIER:  So that's the point



          2   where the water will leave?



          3                    MR. GAGNON:  Correct.



          4                    MR. MERCIER:  It will leave and



          5   filter through like a rip-rap structure?



          6                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.



          7                    MR. MERCIER:  If there's a lot of



          8   sediment, would the V-notches get clogged?  At 6



          9   inches, it doesn't seem very high.  I'm just trying to



         10   get an understanding of how it would work if it's



         11   clogged or overflowed or anything of that nature.



         12                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  Again, that's



         13   the purpose of having that other temporary stone that I



         14   spoke of, so that if the sediment gets above the V --



         15   and keep in mind, the V-notch is opened all the way to



         16   the top of the walls, so, you know, even if the



         17   sediment were to get at a foot above the bottom of the



         18   basin, the water would still be able to leave, so to



         19   speak, assuming that the sediment plume within the



         20   basin was level.



         21                    But, again, we would recommend,



         22   obviously, and this would be one of the things that the



         23   compliance monitor would keep an eye on, is that any



         24   accumulation within the basin should be removed,



         25   particularly if it approaches the bottom of the
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          1   V-notch.



          2                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  So there is a



          3   possibility that sediment laden water is going to leave



          4   this basin -- either basin early and filter through the



          5   modified rip-rap structure if there was a large storm



          6   and it washed away -- caused an erosion problem.  I



          7   thought that the tension basin would retain water so it



          8   could settle and discharge water near the top.  How do



          9   you know this design is going to capture a lot of



         10   sediment that might accumulate that's suspended in the



         11   water in the basin?



         12                    MR. GAGNON:  We actually ran



         13   computations based on the Connecticut Sedimentation and



         14   Erosion Control Manual.  I think those computations



         15   were provided as a supplemental information to



         16   demonstrate that, based on the amount of disturbed area



         17   that is contributing to the stormwater basins, that



         18   they will be able to retain the amount of sediment



         19   below the bottom of the trapezoidal notch.  And also



         20   keep in mind, too, that the majority of both sites, the



         21   existing grass cover will be retained, so that area,



         22   you know, was assumed will not contribute any sediment



         23   to the basins.



         24                    MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Was that



         25   sediment storage analysis, was that a part for the
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          1   requirement for a DEEP general permit, the calculations



          2   that you just talked about?



          3                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe they are, but



          4   we provided them anyway.  I think they were -- again,



          5   they were provided as supplemental information.



          6                    MR. MERCIER:  To the DEEP stormwater



          7   division?



          8                    MR. GAGNON:  That, I don't know, but



          9   I know it was provided to the Council.



         10                    MR. MERCIER:  My question is is that



         11   type of information necessary to retain your general



         12   permit through the general permit process?



         13                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe so, yes.



         14                    MR. MERCIER:  Move on to Council



         15   interrogatory response No. 38.  This response has to do



         16   with questions regarding potential erosion in elevation



         17   after the site is constructed and operational, would



         18   that have any effect on any type of erosion and



         19   resulting sedimentation?



         20                    And in the second part of the



         21   response it talks about different grades at the east



         22   and west arrays.  Of the proposed arrays, some would be



         23   between 9 and 15 percent, some will be between 2 and 9



         24   percent.



         25                    In any event, according to the
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          1   DEEP's proposed appendix I revision of the general



          2   permit, there's a condition for post construction



          3   measures, such as level spreaders, terraces, or berms



          4   whose spokes are greater than 5 percent but less than



          5   10 percent.  I didn't see any of these types of



          6   features on the -- any of the plans submitted, nor did



          7   I see any -- it wasn't brought up in the interrogatory



          8   response, so is it the intent to install these features



          9   on spokes that exceed 5 percent?  Could it be less than



         10   10 percent?  Again, that's terraces, level spreaders,



         11   or berms.



         12                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  It wasn't our



         13   intent, unless requested as part of DEEP's review, to



         14   add those features.  Again, it's been our experience on



         15   similar sites that we have not experienced any



         16   significant erosion at the drip edge, keeping in mind



         17   that the way the panels are positioned, the water is



         18   actually allowed to also pass in between the panels.



         19   So the way the tables are set up they're arranged in



         20   portrait, I believe they're one over one portraits, so



         21   that water, as opposed to sheet flowing off the entire



         22   12 and a half foot plus or minus width, it actually --



         23   there's a gap midway between the panel that the water



         24   is allowed to also cast through.  So, effectively, you



         25   know, the amount of runoff that is generated is only
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          1   about 6 and a half feet.  So, you know, as I stated,



          2   there's actually a gap midway between the table.



          3                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I'm just



          4   curious why DEEP's stormwater plan would include that



          5   in the appendix I if they're not going to require you



          6   to do it.  Did you guys have any conversation -- did



          7   GCE have any conversation with DEEP stormwater staff



          8   regarding that type of stormwater control feature?



          9                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe during the



         10   pre-application meeting we had indicated that that was



         11   the intent is that gaps would be provided between the



         12   panels so that, you know, there would be some -- the



         13   runoff would be able to leave the panels at mid row, as



         14   opposed to collecting for the entire width.



         15                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.



         16   Just going back to some of the construction procedures.



         17   We talked a little bit about you having track vehicles



         18   and going through the sites driving posts and things of



         19   that nature.  If soils are compacted from these types



         20   of vehicles just before final seeding of the site when



         21   construction is completed, is there any type of



         22   activity that GCE is going to do to loosen any soils to



         23   be sure that the soils are not compacted and any



         24   resulting seed that's put down can grow properly?



         25                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't think we have
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          1   a detailed level of specification like that of if a



          2   certain amount of compaction, that we will take a



          3   certain activity to aerate or loosen the soils.  But



          4   obviously we have to have the seed mixes grow and



          5   established, so if there is activities that need to



          6   take place, such as loosening, in order to make the



          7   vegetation established, then we will do those.



          8                    So I think it's more about we are



          9   committing to having the established vegetation and



         10   then doing what's needed to reach that point.



         11                    MR. MERCIER:  Who on site would



         12   determine whether certain areas needed to be addressed



         13   before a final seeding?



         14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I would assume it



         15   would be a combination of internal project management,



         16   as well as the third party independent engineer that



         17   reviews it, along with DEEP.  Of course, if needed,



         18   we'd consult with our own engineering consultants.



         19                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay, thank you.



         20                    Going back to the stormwater basins,



         21   after the site is constructed and it's now operational,



         22   you'll have the stormwater basins with their rear



         23   outlets.  Can you describe -- is the discharge of the



         24   water the same as you explained earlier?  Is it post



         25   construction that it will somehow flow over land once
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          1   it leaves the basin area?



          2                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon



          3   again.  The water will generally leave through the



          4   V-notch in the weir wall.  Just on the other side of



          5   the V-notch, we have a rip-rap outlet protection to



          6   dissipate those flows prior to making -- prior to that



          7   flow running over land down towards downgradient areas.



          8                    MR. MERCIER:  How would you ensure



          9   that water leaving that weir structure is not going to



         10   be channelized into one area or -- how are you going to



         11   make sure it's spread out once it leaves?



         12                    MR. GAGNON:  So the rip-rap outlet



         13   protection that's provided at each wall was designed to



         14   prevent that, so in addition to the rip -- you know, we



         15   provided what we're going to call a rip-rap energy



         16   dissipator, but at the end of that dissipator, we are



         17   constructing essentially a level spreader that's being



         18   constructed also out of the same stone as the outlet,



         19   and really the function of that is to dissipate the



         20   flow so that you don't create any point source



         21   discharge beyond that point or beyond the outlet.



         22                    MR. MERCIER:  Well, the western



         23   array area, I understand that the property owner



         24   appears to be at the end of that section, and you're



         25   going to be occupying a portion of the golf course
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          1   that's abandoned.  Once the waters from the stormwater



          2   basin is discharged, this is post construction, do you



          3   know what services or activities are planned on that



          4   site below the discharge point, or is it going to be



          5   turf grass that's abandoned, or are you going to plant



          6   meadow species?  Do you have any idea?



          7                    MR. GAGNON:  Really the intent is to



          8   leave that area as meadow, essentially meadow grass.



          9                    MR. MERCIER:  Would that area be



         10   under your control or the property owner's control once



         11   it leaves the weir structure?  Outside the storm basin



         12   structure.  Excuse me.



         13                    MR. GAGNON:  I believe the area



         14   outside the fence of the facility would then become the



         15   responsibility of the property owner.



         16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Ryan, can you speak



         17   to that if you know what the landowner's intents are?



         18                    MR. LINARES:  Yes.  This is Ryan



         19   Linares.  As of right now, there are no plans for the



         20   landowner to do anything with that excess property.  It



         21   will be under his control.



         22                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  The only



         23   question I have is I saw a sand trap that's preexisting



         24   right below your weir structure, so I wasn't sure.



         25   Just beyond the sand trap is a wetland, so I'm just
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          1   trying to determine if any flow from your stormwater



          2   structure is going to go into the sand trap or somehow



          3   channelize around the sand trap and enter the wetland.



          4   That was my question.



          5                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah.  And, again, this



          6   is Mike Gagnon.  Again, the design of those rip-rap



          7   outlet protection areas are designed to dissipate the



          8   energy such that as those flows leave that area, the



          9   idea is that they will become nonerosive, and I believe



         10   that sand trap is actually a little bit higher than the



         11   outlet or the basin.



         12                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.



         13                    For the outlet of the east side



         14   basin, it appears that's pretty close to proximity to a



         15   paved golf cart path.  I wasn't sure if there's any



         16   modifications to the golf cart path or any type of flow



         17   operations so it doesn't impact the golf path or run



         18   down the golf path.  Do you have any information on



         19   that?



         20                    MR. GAGNON:  Again, the intent there



         21   is beyond the rip-rap outlet protection, we're going to



         22   be installing a blanket of permanent erosion control



         23   blanket to make sure that that area between the paved



         24   path area and the rip-rap outlet remains stabilized,



         25   and then as the flow hits that path, that's actually
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          1   going to provide a greater -- we see it as a greater



          2   degree of dissipation, so, if anything, that path will



          3   actually act like a level spreader when the flow hits



          4   that point.



          5                    MR. MERCIER:  Is that path already



          6   there, or is that something that's going to be



          7   constructed as part of the project?



          8                    MR. GAGNON:  That's going to be



          9   constructed as part of the project.



         10                    MR. MERCIER:  Is there a certain



         11   type of pitch?  How is it pitched?



         12                    MR. GAGNON:  We envision it will be



         13   pitched in the direction towards the west, and



         14   approximately 2 percent is generally the acceptable



         15   cross slope.



         16                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.



         17                    In the GCE's response to the town



         18   comments, that's part of that one interrogatory, there



         19   was talk of the Town of Stonington Groundwater



         20   Protection District.  Did the town provide you with any



         21   guidance document, or anything of that nature, of



         22   measures to undertake due to construction within their



         23   groundwater protection overlay district?



         24                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.



         25   To my knowledge, they have not provided anything, and
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          1   we did receive comments back from the town planner that



          2   the third party engineer, the town engineering



          3   consultant, was satisfied with the responses, but we



          4   didn't receive any feedback about any special



          5   construction protocols.



          6                    MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.



          7   That's all the question that I have right now.  Thank



          8   you very much.



          9                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.



         10   Mercier.



         11                    We will continue cross-examination



         12   by the Council with Mr. Harder.  Thank you.



         13                    MR. HARDER:  Yes, thank you.  I have



         14   a few questions.



         15                    The first one, a couple questions



         16   probably about visibility.  I know that -- I believe in



         17   response to the petitioner's response to the town's



         18   comments there was an indication that the petitioner be



         19   willing to work with the residents to modify the



         20   screening provisions, and I'm wondering -- that's one



         21   of the issues, probably the most significant issue for



         22   me, anyway, would be the visibility.  Frankly, the view



         23   of the fence, to me, I'd rather look out and see the



         24   solar panels than the fence.  Just the way it's



         25   presented, anyway, in some of the simulations.
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          1                    So I'm wondering if someone could



          2   describe or discuss a little bit how much more the



          3   petitioner is willing to do, how much more would be



          4   done to screen the system, including this fairly large



          5   stretches of fence line that present a visual issue, as



          6   far as I'm concerned, also.



          7                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.



          8   I believe we would consider addressing that separately.



          9   You know, maybe away from this proceeding we'd be



         10   willing to.  We actually have tried -- we did try to do



         11   that.  That was the intent by reaching out early on so



         12   that we could get feedback and incorporate that into



         13   the plans and the petition.  We did our best at the



         14   time and, you know, that was the hope, that we'd get



         15   some specific feedback on the plans and we would



         16   consider it at that point.



         17                  MR. HARDER:  Could you, I guess,



         18   describe how much more you could do or would do, I



         19   guess, to see if it's feasible to screen the entire



         20   length of the fencing?



         21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.  I



         22   think screening, in general, along with fence line is



         23   feasible.  We're open to really many different



         24   arrangements, so it's hard to say well, X amount or



         25   some quantitative amount is acceptable and some
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          1   quantitative amount isn't acceptable, but we're happy



          2   to work with surrounding neighbors or town.  If people



          3   provide feedback and say we would like this, we would



          4   like that, we'd absolutely consider it, and there's not



          5   really a set limit.  It's just trying to find what



          6   makes people happy and what we can do.



          7                    I mean, I'm sure there are some



          8   types of plants or screenings or trees that are not



          9   feasible that wouldn't grow in the area, that would



         10   take too long.  There are some things that probably



         11   just don't work, but I'm not going to say that there's



         12   a hard line.  It's really a negotiation.  We're happy



         13   to have those discussions.



         14                    MR. HARDER:  Fair enough.  Thank



         15   you.



         16                    My next question is on the



         17   application section 3.6, the decommissioning plan.



         18   There's a note about the concrete pads.  It says,



         19   "Concrete pads will be broken up and hauled to a nearby



         20   facility where it will be accepted most likely at no



         21   charge."  That one caught my eye.  I'm not aware of a



         22   lot of places that accept waste at no charge.  So could



         23   you give us a little better idea of what's behind that?



         24                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.



         25   The numbers that were presented in the decommissioning
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          1   plan were all estimates.  They were based on a template



          2   that we had worked with up in Massachusetts and on



          3   other sites around here.  We modified that and that's a



          4   number that would -- at the time we would finalize and



          5   provide a more accurate estimate, but we're talking,



          6   you know, a couple of decades in the future, and as far



          7   as the other numbers and the labor rates and the



          8   salvage estimate, we assume most of the materials can



          9   be recycled.  This is a market that's emerging.  There



         10   are not many, if any, facilities being decommissioned



         11   at this time, and we have to do our best to come up



         12   with numbers for 15, 20 years from now.  We would only



         13   anticipate that the market would be there for recycling



         14   and salvaging these materials.



         15                    MR. HARDER:  That's understood.  I



         16   really was looking specifically or referring



         17   specifically to the concrete pads and the comment about



         18   them being accepted at no charge.  I mean, I understand



         19   that concrete can sometimes be recycled, but I'm



         20   wondering if that is what is anticipated here also for



         21   the concrete pads.  Again, even in most cases I think



         22   of those kinds of facilities there's a charge, so I was



         23   wondering.  It seemed like something specific was in



         24   mind here because of the comment "most likely at no



         25   charge."
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          1                    MS. WOLFSON:  Maybe it was an



          2   assumption that it could go to maybe for solid or



          3   municipal waste, but it's something that we can look



          4   into and refine.  The pads are not that large.  We



          5   could revisit that estimate, if needed.



          6                    MR. HARDER:  Okay.  It sounds like



          7   it might have been wishful thinking in some ways.  But



          8   okay.  Not a big deal, I guess, at this point.



          9                    In the section 3.5, "Operation and



         10   Maintenance" there was a comment, "The project would be



         11   thoroughly inspected at designated intervals."  Can you



         12   explain what that means, "designated intervals"?



         13                    MS. WOLFSON:  We do have an



         14   inspection sheet and there are various different tasks,



         15   items that were included in the petition appendix with



         16   the L & M materials, and several things are inspected



         17   annually, including the electrical system, all of the



         18   equipment, the grounds, the fencing, anything related



         19   to safety.  Also the stormwater, measures that are in



         20   place, also inspected, and we do have remote monitoring



         21   as well.



         22                  MR. HARDER:  Okay.  So it was



         23   referencing that schedule, I guess, those intervals



         24   designated in that plan?



         25                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.
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          1                    MR. HARDER:  All right.  Thank you.



          2                    I have a question about the



          3   proximity of the arrays to the remaining golf holes,



          4   actually.  I'm assuming that on the western side, the



          5   west array, that none of the golf holes will be in use



          6   in the future; is that correct?



          7                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.



          8   Yes, that's correct.



          9                  MR. HARDER:  Okay.  On the east side,



         10   though, I'm assuming that's not the case.  I know the



         11   holes on the other side of Elmridge Road would still be



         12   in play, and some of the holes on the south side of



         13   Elmridge Road would be in play.  Could you indicate --



         14   I'm looking -- the one that catches my eye most is the



         15   hole that's -- I think it's a green, actually, that's



         16   right in the interior corner of the array property, if



         17   you will, or the array area.  I don't know what the



         18   hole numbers are, so I can't say, but my issue is



         19   assuming not all the golfers are scratch golfers that



         20   are going to play here, there will probably be some



         21   balls flying around that might strike the arrays, and



         22   I'm wondering what -- have you thought about that?  Is



         23   it a concern?  Is there other provisions, like netting,



         24   that would be put up to protect the arrays?  Would you



         25   discuss that?
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          1                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman



          2   again.  We have discussed that and the landowner and



          3   manager of the course will be redesigning certain holes



          4   to come up with an 18-hole configuration.  So we have



          5   been working with him on that, and we don't have a



          6   final plan yet at this point, but we do also have a



          7   provision in our lease agreement that allows for just,



          8   you know, working together in the future, whether it's



          9   with landscaping or redesigning or configuring a hole



         10   that would help with that.  We don't know at this point



         11   how many -- we can't anticipate or estimate how many



         12   golf balls would be going that way, but we did walk the



         13   course with him, and he had some good information on



         14   where people are shooting, in which direction, where



         15   the balls land based on the groundskeeping and where



         16   they actually see, you know, balls that are lost, and



         17   we did have those discussions with him, and we'll



         18   continue to work together on that.



         19                    MR. HARDER:  Okay.  Looking, again,



         20   at the east array, I'm guessing there's a good chance,



         21   obviously, there will be holes retained or new holes



         22   constructed to the east of the east array, but to the



         23   north there's one that goes all along Elmridge Road and



         24   then another one to the west of the east array.  In



         25   your agreement or discussions with them, have you
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          1   reached any agreement, are there any provisions for



          2   certain areas to be restricted where play would be



          3   prohibited, or would there be minimum separating



          4   distances?  Have you talked about that kind of detail



          5   between the arrays and any play areas?



          6                    MS. WOLFSON:  Ryan Linares and I



          7   have spoken with the landowner, and I believe the hole



          8   to the west of the east array, it would remain in play,



          9   but people would be driving downhill, and the other one



         10   would remain in play, and there's an existing row of



         11   trees, deciduous and evergreen trees, along there that



         12   would be retained, and we didn't see that that would be



         13   an issue.



         14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I just want to add --



         15   go ahead, Gina.



         16                    MS. WOLFSON:  It's based on the play



         17   and how people -- I'm not a golfer, so I can't really



         18   comment on the design or the length of the fairway and



         19   how many shots it would take to make it up to that



         20   green, but we had been discussing that.



         21                  MR. HARDER:  I think it's something



         22   that we would look for, you know, that that issue be



         23   addressed.



         24                    And just one thing, the final



         25   comment I'll make is you mentioned about there being a
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          1   line of trees.  I am a golfer and one of the things



          2   that we always think about or keep in mind is that the



          3   trees are 90 percent air, so when you hit a ball into a



          4   tree, there's always a good chance that it comes out



          5   the other side.  So a line of trees may not provide the



          6   protection.  But as long as that's something that's



          7   going to be dealt with so that, you know, undue damage



          8   from our golf balls doesn't become a problem.  You



          9   know, that's what I'm concerned about, so.



         10                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.  I



         11   guess one point I want to make is that the modules



         12   themselves are rated for pretty high loads.  This is



         13   not just like glass of a windshield or a window.  It's



         14   really specially tailored glass, and the typical rating



         15   is for hail, but the hail rating test that is usually



         16   done for modules is golf ball sized hail at 60 miles an



         17   hour.  So there could be a good amount of golf ball



         18   strikes, if they were to happen, that wouldn't



         19   necessarily do any damage either.



         20                    So I think, while we do want to work



         21   with the landowner in advance and set up a plan that



         22   would minimize risk, I think we also intend to see what



         23   happens as it goes and how much damage would really be



         24   caused, but I don't think it's as much as would be



         25   feared and I just --
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          1                    I guess I want to ask you a



          2   clarifying question of, you said you were looking for a



          3   solution for that?  What exactly would you want to see?



          4   What are you looking for from us?



          5                  MR. HARDER:  Well, I don't have any



          6   specific solution in mind.  I guess the only thing I



          7   wanted to make sure is that it's an issue that is



          8   either being addressed or would be addressed.  I think



          9   we can agree, obviously, a good size hailstorm with



         10   golf ball sized hail would probably be more of a test,



         11   I guess, than the odd golf ball flying around every



         12   couple of days.  But so really that's it.  I want to



         13   make sure that it's something that is on the agenda and



         14   whether it's the strength of the glass itself or



         15   whether it's some backup provisions like netting,



         16   whatever.  Golf balls fly at more than 60 miles an



         17   hour, I think, at least for some golfers anyway.  I



         18   don't know -- when they go up in the air as far as they



         19   do and they come back down to earth, I don't know how



         20   fast they're going at that point.  I just want to make



         21   sure it's something that's on the agenda.  That's all.



         22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Understood.



         23                    MR. HARDER:  That is the last



         24   question I had.  Thank you.



         25                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.
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          1   Harder.  I think this is a good point for us to take a



          2   15-minute break.  We'll see everybody back here at 335,



          3   and we'll commence with questioning with Mr. Hannon.



          4   Thank you.



          5                    (Whereupon, a recess was taken from



          6   3:21 p.m. until 3:35 p.m.)



          7                    MR. MORISSETTE:  We're ready to



          8   continue cross-examination.  We continue with Mr.



          9   Hannon.  Thank you.



         10                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I just want



         11   to make sure -- one clarification.  I'm pretty sure



         12   this was discussed, but the intent is to maintain 18



         13   holes of a golf course, shut down 9 holes and in lieu



         14   of the 9 holes being shut down, that would be the area



         15   associated with the solar project; correct?



         16                    MR. LINARES:  That is correct, yes.



         17                    MR. HANNON:  Can you hear me?



         18                    MS. WOLFMAN:  This is Gina Wolfman.



         19   Currently three holes on the west side, all three of



         20   those would be decommissioned and the other six would



         21   be -- I'm not necessarily sure if they're all within



         22   the footprint of the east, but the golf course would be



         23   reconfigured with 18 on the land north of Elmridge Road



         24   and south.



         25                    MR. HANNON:  So what you were
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          1   referring to earlier, so is it the property owner's



          2   flexibility as to which holes they actually utilize for



          3   the 18 holes for the course?  It sounds like that may



          4   be a possibility.



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think the answer is



          6   that, yes, using some of the land of the golf course



          7   for the solar project, nine holes will be



          8   decommissioned.  There will be an 18-hole golf course.



          9   The exact location of 18 holes and where he puts his



         10   golf course is not something that we have complete



         11   control of.  We can give him feedback and work with him



         12   to make sure that it's designed in such a way to



         13   respect our project and not send golf balls into it too



         14   much.  It's his land, it's his golf course, it's his



         15   decision.



         16                    MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.



         17                    My next question is related to



         18   information in the Milone MacBroom document.  I think



         19   this is in the general application.  It talks about one



         20   of the other benefits of decommissioning 9 holes of



         21   golf will result in 33 percent decrease in use of



         22   chemicals and fertilizer for turf maintenance and 33



         23   percent decrease in water from the brook.  Do you have



         24   any idea how much chemicals and fertilizer, whether



         25   it's tons or what that number is, that would be
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          1   decreased?  You may not because it's not your



          2   particular project, the golf course.



          3                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman.



          4   We do know there are various product names of different



          5   chemicals that we've learned from and that information



          6   is available.



          7                    MR. HANNON:  The reason I'm kind of



          8   asking is it really may be more the water because I'm



          9   looking at, again, page 32 under "Existing Golf Course,



         10   Turf Maintenance, and Water Usage," and it looks as



         11   though the average 5-year withdrawal was about



         12   8,400,000 gallons a year.  So assuming if you knock a



         13   third of that off, you get the diversion permits for 40



         14   million gallons per year, has any consideration been



         15   given to possibly modifying the diversion permit so



         16   there's not as much water, sort of accounted for where



         17   it may serve other purposes?  If the golf course isn't



         18   going to use it, is there a way to possibly reduce the



         19   permit so they still get the water they need, but it



         20   may actually open up water for other uses?



         21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  This is Jean-Paul.



         22   You're referencing the permit that the golf course has



         23   with the existing water; right?  Prior to this project?



         24                    MR. HANNON:  Yes.



         25                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I understand what
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          1   you're saying, I think it makes sense, but I don't



          2   think we have the ability to comment on what the



          3   landowner and golf course is going to do.



          4                    MR. HANNON:  Have there been any



          5   discussions about that at all?



          6                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I'm not aware of any



          7   discussions.  Gina or anyone, are you aware?



          8                    MS. WOLFSON:  I'm not aware of any



          9   discussions on limiting the water.



         10                    MS. RAYMOND:  Same as me.



         11                    MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.



         12                    Again, in the Milone on page 28, I



         13   just need a clarification on this.  I'm not sure what a



         14   Second Order Soil Survey is.  Can you please briefly



         15   describe it for me?



         16                    MS. RAYMOND:  Sure.  This is Megan



         17   Raymond.  I'm a soil scientist.  Essentially what a



         18   second order soil survey is, I'm getting a little



         19   feedback in my headphones, is that we have a macro



         20   scale and our CS mapping of the property, and then we



         21   go and actually sample the soils to refine the



         22   boundaries between mapped soil types.  So it's



         23   basically just an onsite survey.  It's a little bit --



         24   it's a direct evaluation, as opposed to using macro



         25   scale resources.
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          1                    I was just going to add in this



          2   particular instance, just given that that soil survey



          3   was specific to conducting a wetland delineation, the



          4   essential criteria there was just to evaluate all of



          5   the encountered soils to define the boundary between



          6   poorly drained soils and delineate those wetlands.  It



          7   wasn't necessarily -- there wasn't an additional soil



          8   evaluation that was conducted prior to the stormwater



          9   design, but the second soil that's described in that



         10   wetland report was specific to a wetland delineation.



         11                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I just



         12   wanted to verify something.  My understanding is that



         13   the wetland delineations were done in the fall of 2019



         14   and the winter of 2020.  There may be a couple of



         15   potential pool sites located on the property but



         16   that -- somebody had gone back out to the site three



         17   different times in the spring to determine whether or



         18   not they were a viable pool; is that correct?



         19                    MS. RAYMOND:  That's correct.



         20                    MR. HANNON:  I just wanted to make



         21   sure the timing was correct on that.



         22                    This is a question that Mr. Mercier



         23   had raised earlier, and I'm a little confused as to how



         24   some of the grouping may have been done on the site and



         25   associated with stormwater.  On page 35 of Milone and
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          1   MacBroom it says, "Based on the test of the hydrologic



          2   group," which I think we've seen, and that was stepped



          3   down to soil C.  I'm looking at the interrogatories on



          4   No. 24, page 9 referring to page 35, approximately what



          5   percentage the site development is in soil C group.



          6   That says approximately 48 percent of the site's



          7   development area is within the hydrologic soil group C,



          8   and then when you go back and look at the stormwater



          9   report by Milone & MacBroom on page 17, it talks



         10   about -- this is the second to last paragraph, it talks



         11   about, "Hydrologic soil group C and D was assumed for



         12   the proposed conditions in accordance with recent



         13   Connecticut DEEP policies regarding solar projects."



         14                    So on one area you're saying that



         15   it's C, and in another area you're saying it's C and D,



         16   so I'm just trying to figure out exactly what it is.



         17                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon



         18   again with Milone & MacBroom.  So essentially what we



         19   did is we verified the hydrologic soil groups that were



         20   published in the NRCS data and, for the most part, you



         21   know, there's a mix between essentially the majority of



         22   the site is, let's call it hydrologic group B.  So what



         23   we did in the proposed calculations within the compound



         24   area, the limits, is we did do the stepdown in



         25   accordance with appendix I, and there were some
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          1   instances where there were small areas of existing



          2   hydrologic group C that we actually stepped it down to



          3   D, and I think that's what you were seeing there.



          4                    In regards to our response No. 24, I



          5   think that's something that may warrant some additional



          6   clarification because I believe, and I'm, you know,



          7   and, again, we will substantiate that, I think that 48



          8   percent read is a result of after the stepdown in that



          9   area.



         10                    MR. HANNON:  The reason I'm asking



         11   is because in one spot in the interrogatories you're



         12   saying approximately 48 percent of the site development



         13   is within hydrologic soil group C, so that, to me, is



         14   more than a couple of little spots.



         15                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  I think that's in



         16   response after the stepdown.  So what we did is we



         17   stepped it down from B down to C, but, again, we can



         18   certainly clarify that.



         19                    MR. HANNON:  In the stormwater



         20   report, I hate to keep bouncing around, but I'm going



         21   with the flow of some of the things I was reading.  Can



         22   you please explain, I'm a little confused between your



         23   five test pits and your five DEEP hole test pits.  Were



         24   they done in the same areas?  Because I notice on page



         25   10, the middle of the page, it talks about filling a
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          1   total of five test pits that were done by hand to a



          2   depth of 24 inches, but then on page 14 it talks about



          3   five DEEP hole test pits, but I didn't see any test



          4   indications.  I saw the DEEP test pit.  I'm just trying



          5   to make sure I understand what --



          6                    MR. GAGNON:  So the shallow test



          7   pits, we refer to those in laymen's terms, as shovel



          8   tests, and those were the shallow test pits that were



          9   taken to verify the hydrologic soil classification,



         10   whereas the DEEP hole test pits that were taken, those



         11   were taken specifically in the area of classified soils



         12   and to ensure that there weren't going to be adverse



         13   conditions that would preclude the stormwater



         14   management basins being there, such as presence of



         15   ledge, high ground water conditions, and the like.



         16                    So there was a difference really for



         17   the purposes of the two, so the DEEP hole test pits



         18   were exclusively for the stormwater basins, whereas the



         19   other shallower test pits were taken throughout the



         20   sites to verify the surface soil conditions.



         21                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  On the



         22   western site can you tell me about the percentage of



         23   the site that's being regraded?



         24                    MR. GAGNON:  I would say



         25   approximately 40 percent, plus or minus.  And, again,
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          1   it's the area for the construction of the -- you know,



          2   the access roads on into the -- going into the site.



          3   Obviously, the footprint of the stormwater basin, and



          4   then there's an area of the existing slope upgradient



          5   of the stormwater basin, if that's going to be regraded



          6   and really that's to -- there's a lot of ovulations in



          7   the existing terrain in that area that we want to



          8   flatten out to make it more advantageous for



          9   construction of the solar racking.



         10                    MR. HANNON:  And then the same



         11   question for the eastern site.  That looks like a lot



         12   less.



         13                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes, that site is a lot



         14   less, and really the intent there is there are some --



         15   for example, on sheet LA2 there's two areas that are



         16   east of the stormwater basin where there's some



         17   existing hills that were developed for the golf course



         18   that have to be leveled, and then there will be an area



         19   to the south of the stormwater basin that we're going



         20   to grade a diversion swale to direct the flow from the



         21   upland slope towards the basin and then, obviously,



         22   then the area or the footprint of the basin will



         23   require a regrading, as well.  So the overall



         24   percentage on the east site is considerably less.



         25   That's probably in the order of 20 or 30 percent.
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          1                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  A question



          2   on the interrogatory.  This is interrogatory No. 30 and



          3   it talks about the cotton fill and the net cubic yards,



          4   so it looks as though it's almost 1,841 cubic yards of



          5   cut, but the paragraph below that it also talks about,



          6   "It appears as though there is some high quality gravel



          7   there."  Is most of that gravel from the western site?



          8                    MR. GAGNON:  Yes.  And that was



          9   based on our observations when we did the DEEP hole



         10   test pits on the west side.  It was below the topsoil



         11   layer.  It was predominantly gravel.  We understand,



         12   given the history of that site, that a lot of that



         13   area, years ago, was mined for gravel as well.  And



         14   this is, you know, just the west site.



         15                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I have a



         16   question about the decommissioning plan, and seeing as



         17   how there has been some documentation provided to the



         18   Siting Council saying that you could be more than a



         19   million dollars off on your numbers.  Can you please



         20   explain where you came up with these numbers?



         21                    MS. WOLFSON:  Hi, this is Gina



         22   Wolfman.  So the numbers did assume there would be a



         23   salvage rate for, you know, recycling of most of the



         24   materials.  So that's where there could be a



         25   difference.  We haven't had an opportunity to
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          1   recalculate anything but, as I mentioned earlier, if



          2   you call a facility today, you'll get a number that's



          3   very different than one that might be in the future



          4   where the market is at that point.  So we can only



          5   guess that, you know, what those numbers might be.



          6   They would definitely be going down if more projects



          7   are being decommissioned.  It's a supply and demand and



          8   economics issue.



          9                    So there was a high -- there was an



         10   assumption that many of the materials could be recycled



         11   and salvaged.  That might adjust it.



         12                    MR. HANNON:  Would that include the



         13   solar panels?



         14                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.



         15                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  Continuing



         16   on with the interrogatories, No. 37 talks about



         17   concrete pads being poured on site and talked about



         18   establishing a washout area for the concrete truck, and



         19   I guess I'm having a little bit of difficulty with the



         20   final location is subject to the approval by the



         21   applicant's representative or engineer and also looking



         22   at the concrete washout area, it is basically stating



         23   that the engineer is supposed to be making the final



         24   decision.  I would think that that's something that the



         25   Siting Council would have some say on as to where it
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          1   goes.  I'm not sure that I would like to see it located



          2   within 50 feet of trees, wetlands, or something of that



          3   nature.  I might be looking at something of a greater



          4   distance.



          5                    MR. GAGNON:  This is Mike Gagnon.  I



          6   can address that.  So that's something that we would



          7   address, obviously, in the construction documents but,



          8   again, the intent there would be to locate that



          9   facility so that it is well upland of any wetland



         10   resource area and I, you know, looking at the wetland



         11   site, for example, which is pretty confined by a



         12   100-foot buffer to the wetland areas, I would envision



         13   that that washout area would definitely be upland or



         14   away from those areas and would be provided in a spot



         15   that is not going to interfere with any other



         16   construction, as well.



         17                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  Again,



         18   sticking with the interrogatories, No. 15.  I think



         19   this was also a question that was raised by some of the



         20   other parties, and it's referring to will the



         21   petitioner conduct outreach to local emergency



         22   respondents prior to the separation and offer prior



         23   electrical safety training if requested, and to also



         24   follow-up on that, if you could maybe provide some



         25   information as to what you would do there, and if there
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          1   were a fire at this type of project, how would that be



          2   brought under control?  Would it be water, would it be



          3   foam that does not have detox in it?  Could you provide



          4   some information on that, please?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can speak to that.



          6   So answering your second question first in terms of how



          7   would the fire department respond if there were a fire.



          8   We are not experts in fire management.  We are not the



          9   fire department.  We can't directly answer that



         10   question.  I have never experienced a situation or seen



         11   a situation where fire departments are proposing using



         12   the fire retardant foam that is specifically used for,



         13   I guess, aeronautical purposes or petroleum purposes



         14   that has the -- in it for solar.  I don't think that's



         15   a possibility or typically done.  How they would use



         16   water, how they would mitigate it, I really can't speak



         17   to that.  I think that is a question for the fire



         18   department.



         19                    In terms of our interface with them



         20   post construction prior to operation, yes, we typically



         21   will make ourselves available and reach out to those



         22   local first responders with a training, meeting



         23   seminar, however they best want it to be done.  We will



         24   show the points of disconnect to the project, a map to



         25   the site, access, and give an education on solar and
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          1   where the electricity is and the details of it, as well



          2   as answer any questions that they have about the



          3   projects and solar in general.



          4                    MR. HANNON:  So part of your



          5   discussion with the fire department would not be how to



          6   treat it but just to advise where all the critical



          7   components are, and it's up to the fire department to



          8   work into their regimen how they would address such an



          9   issue should it occur?



         10                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's typically how



         11   we handle it.  If they're looking to us for that



         12   expertise of how to treat it, I mean, we don't have



         13   that.  We can try and connect them with people, we can



         14   learn about it in the industry and help, but we are not



         15   experts on it and can't speak to it.



         16                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  The next



         17   few questions deal with the stormwater basins and a



         18   general approach.



         19                    The stormwater basins that you have



         20   on the plans submitted to the Siting Council, are they



         21   in as much detail as you would be submitting to



         22   Connecticut DEEP for a stormwater demo permit, or is



         23   that just sort of a general location and you would have



         24   to work out more specific details with the stormwater



         25   general application?
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          1                    MR. GAGNON:  This would be the same



          2   level of detail that we would include with a general



          3   permit application.



          4                    MR. HANNON:  The reason I'm asking



          5   is because I believe it was the letter submitted



          6   9/24/20 from Mr. Trinkaus.  I'm just looking at the



          7   conclusion, and I don't know how you want to approach



          8   this.  So, for example, in his conclusion he's saying



          9   the ground mounted solar array, as proposed, will cause



         10   adverse environmental impact, the design of the storm



         11   water management practices is not in compliance with



         12   Connecticut DEEP 2004 manual, the basins do not address



         13   water quality or the increased runoff volume which will



         14   be generated from the site and your erosion control



         15   plans are not in compliance with the 2002 DEEP



         16   guidelines, so I'm just curious as to what your take is



         17   on that.



         18                    MR. GAGNON:  Again, we provided the



         19   calculations to support the stormwater basins based on



         20   the contributing drainage areas to those basements,



         21   so -- and we've demonstrated that the basins will



         22   reduce peak flows considerably, and that's also based



         23   on, as I stated earlier, a stepdown condition of the



         24   soil groups.  So, in fact, you know, the runoff



         25   condition from the sites are going to be increased
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          1   because of the difference in the hydrologic soil group,



          2   but also relative to stormwater quality, we ran those



          3   comps, as well, and we've demonstrated that below --



          4   that 6 inches below the V-notch in the weir that we're



          5   able to address the water quality volume requirements



          6   based on the site parameters.



          7                    MR. HANNON:  And if I read it



          8   correctly, my understanding is that your calculations



          9   called for the panel as being treated as pervious.



         10                    MR. GAGNON:  That's correct.



         11                    MR. HANNON:  If the agency



         12   determines that, for whatever reason, that the panels



         13   needed to be treat as impervious, what would that do to



         14   your drainage calculation?



         15                    MR. GAGNON:  Obviously would



         16   increase the peak flow.  Or if there was some sort of



         17   compromise, realizing if we're going to consider the



         18   panels as impervious, would we still also have to apply



         19   the step down condition.  Again, we did not see that we



         20   needed to apply the panels as impervious because we did



         21   not meet the criteria in appendix I.  For example,



         22   greater than 15 percent slopes is generally required



         23   when you have to account for the panels as being



         24   impervious.  Or if you didn't meet the other conditions



         25   as stipulated in appendix I, which would otherwise
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          1   warrant that you would have to apply that condition.



          2                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  In looking



          3   at the comment that came in from the Town of



          4   Stonington, it looks as though the panel's greatest



          5   concern relates to PFAS, which I think everybody is



          6   starting to really taking a closer look at.  When



          7   you're looking at panels, is that anything that has



          8   been identified as to whether the panels have or do not



          9   have a PFAS composition to them?  Is that anything that



         10   can be provided with documentation?



         11                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.  We have



         12   documentation from the solar, the company that we've



         13   proposed using their panels for and any comparable



         14   panel, and we have a memo that was included in the



         15   attachment and there is no -- they made a statement



         16   that there are no PFAS or other derivatives in any of



         17   the materials in their panels.  That was the attachment



         18   to Mr. Hanson's interrogatory or response to the first



         19   set.



         20                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  I didn't



         21   see that there.  The other question that I have, and I



         22   think that is my last one, I guess.  As part of the



         23   submittal from the town, they included a letter, I



         24   believe, that's probably a third party engineer.  Have



         25   you had a chance to look at that, and what is your
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          1   response to the comments provided by the third party



          2   engineer?



          3                    MS. WOLFSON:  This is Gina Wolfman



          4   again.  We did respond to all of the town engineers'



          5   comments and provided them in response to Mr. Hanson's



          6   first interrogatory set.  Most of them were addressing



          7   stormwater, so Mike can speak to that if you have



          8   specific questions about the responses, but we did hear



          9   from the town planner that their engineering consultant



         10   was satisfied with the responses that were provided.



         11                    MR. HANNON:  Thank you very much.  I



         12   have no additional questions.  Thank you.



         13                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.



         14   Hannon.  We will now continue with cross-examination by



         15   Ms. Guliuzza.



         16                    MS. GULIUZZA:  I have no questions



         17   at this time.  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.



         18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Ms.



         19   Guliuzza.



         20                    Now we'll turn to Mr. Lynch.



         21                    MR. LYNCH:  I've got a few follow-up



         22   questions.  I think mostly for Mr. Gagnon.  Starting



         23   out with your comments to, you know, Mr. Harder and,



         24   you know, golf balls not doing any damage to the



         25   panels.  I agree with Mr. Harder.  They travel well
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          1   over 60 miles, 100 miles an hour, and also during our



          2   last couple of big storms we had trees down, branches



          3   down.  Sometimes branches become projectiles.  How much



          4   damage can these branches do to panels?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I can respond to



          6   that.  This is Jean-Paul.  Obviously, large branches or



          7   trees can do substantial damage to panels.  And in the



          8   event of very large storms that can happen, damage does



          9   happen to people's property, and I don't think solar is



         10   any different than any other property.  You know, we



         11   have insurance, we have plans in place to cover damage



         12   if it does happen and we can repair it and, you know,



         13   take care of the financial perspective internally.  We



         14   sort of see that as our risk, and we're comfortable



         15   with the risk of storm damage to the project.



         16                    MR. LYNCH:  I guess my follow-up



         17   question would be, you know, if you had to apply for



         18   insurance, that's not always the quickest way to handle



         19   damage.  How long would I take you to replace these



         20   panels?  Give me a rough estimate.



         21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess it depends on



         22   the scale of the damage.  If we're talking about a



         23   handful of modules are broken, it's a pretty quick fix.



         24   You can swap them out in probably around 10 minutes.



         25   You turn off the system, you rewire it, you turn it
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          1   back on, it's not that big of a deal.



          2                    If it's widespread substantial



          3   damage and there's damage to the racking, then, yeah,



          4   we have to potentially order new equipment, and it



          5   could take longer.



          6                    MR. LYNCH:  Thank you.  I just want



          7   to let Mr. Harder know, I'm also a golfer, and I have a



          8   much different understanding of trees in the air on a



          9   golf course.



         10                    Let me follow up with Mr. Hannon's



         11   comments about fire protection.  Now, I talked to a lot



         12   of paid and volunteer fire departments about how they



         13   deal with solar fires.  Now, I can't testify, but I



         14   may -- I'd like to ask a couple of questions and get



         15   your comments on them.



         16                    The first being, you said you're



         17   going to provide training to the local -- in Stonington



         18   it's a volunteer fire department.  What would that



         19   training entail, and if they needed special equipment,



         20   would that be provided to them?



         21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  In terms of the



         22   training it's really focused on site specific, project



         23   specific information.  So showing them layouts, where



         24   the power can be disconnected, and how to access the



         25   site, how to get around the site, so it's less training
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          1   how to fight fire, mitigate the fire, and it's more



          2   training specific to the project and solar specific.



          3                    MR. LYNCH:  That leads me to another



          4   question, if you don't mind.



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Sure.



          6                    MR. LYNCH:  That being the -- does



          7   the training -- in talking to the fire department, they



          8   like to look at a solar field development that has more



          9   than one entrance and exit, and I only see in your



         10   plans, whatever they are, I forget, you know, LA1, LA2,



         11   but it only shows one entrance.  You know, they're



         12   worried about being trapped inside.  Do they have



         13   enough room to maneuver and get out with no problem?



         14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess I'll speak to



         15   that and then pass it over to some other members.  I'm



         16   not sure how many entrances and exits are on this



         17   specific site.  I think Gina can answer that best.  In



         18   terms of if they have room to move around, yes, I think



         19   they do.  We design road width and turn radiuses with



         20   the intent to be able to navigate them with large



         21   trucks, so I do think they have room.  There is some



         22   spare room in the site that is not used, and if we were



         23   specifically asked for an additional gate or something,



         24   you know, we wouldn't use it for our purposes, but we'd



         25   be happy to put some gates around on the site for
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          1   fences and just have them locked and not use them,



          2   unless the fire department wants to use them.



          3                    MR. LYNCH:  I'm sure you'll have to



          4   ask for more than one gate.  Assuming the gates are



          5   locked, would the fire department be provided with



          6   keys?



          7                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Absolutely.  We do it



          8   differently, depending on where we are.  If they want a



          9   lock box, a code, keys in their possession.  We've seen



         10   it different ways, but yes.



         11                    MS. WOLFSON:  I just want to add to



         12   that.  It's Gina Wolfman.  I'd like to point out that



         13   we have another project currently under construction



         14   that the Council approved over on Todd Long Spur



         15   (phonetic) Road, and the plans were we used the same



         16   design standards for the turning radius and the



         17   turnarounds for that project.  That project also has



         18   one gate and -- just to point out that, specifically.



         19   That's a larger project.  But we did -- the fire



         20   department and all town officials had an opportunity to



         21   review the setup that was submitted there, as well.  So



         22   we went with the same design.



         23                    MR. LYNCH:  Continuing on with the



         24   fire problems or situation.  As far as your inverters



         25   are concerned on the panel, now I know they're
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          1   integrated and tied together, the fire department



          2   doesn't really care about one panel that's hot, but a



          3   lot of them that are tied together, do they know how to



          4   turn off these inverters?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't know if they



          6   do or not right now, but that is part of, I guess, our



          7   education to them as to how to put the system down and



          8   different occasions to shut it down, and I can also



          9   point out that as long as the AC tower that's entering



         10   the site connected to the utility is off, then the



         11   inverters automatically shut themselves off, too.



         12                    MR. LYNCH:  Aren't the panels still



         13   hot?



         14                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's correct, the



         15   DC side, the panels are still hot as long as the sun is



         16   out.



         17                    MR. LYNCH:  Do you need to go to the



         18   power company, Eversource or whatever, to have that



         19   shut off, or can you do that?



         20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's a good



         21   question.  I believe there are site level disconnector



         22   breakers at the pole location where the utility is



         23   coming into the project that can be shut off there.



         24   Whether or not the first respondents could do that on



         25   their own or they need input or support from the
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          1   utility company, I'm not sure.



          2                    MR. LYNCH:  Could we, sometime in



          3   the future, get an answer to that?



          4                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Absolutely.



          5                    MR. LYNCH:  Thank you.  Hold on



          6   here.  I'm going to scroll through my notes.  I think



          7   I'm done with the fire.



          8                    Also in your decommissioning plans



          9   you have a phrase in there -- forget that.  I lost



         10   track of where I am anyhow.



         11                    Now, explain to me, I read your



         12   interrogatories and your application, why, again, the



         13   ISO capacity option or even why -- you're too small a



         14   facility to be looked at by the ISO?  Is that what your



         15   answer really is?



         16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think that's



         17   correct, but can you say your question in a different



         18   way?



         19                    MR. LYNCH:  I just wonder why, in



         20   simple terms, why is the ISO not involved in your



         21   project?



         22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  The system is too



         23   small.  They are not involved at this scale.



         24                    MR. LYNCH:  As far as, one of your



         25   interrogatories, I think I wrote it down here, No. 6,
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          1   is that you're not going to use batteries for storing



          2   power; is that correct?



          3                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Correct.



          4                    MR. LYNCH:  And my question is why



          5   not?  Let me go a little further.  Hold on before you



          6   answer.  Connecticut is under, we have to be green,



          7   protect a lot of green power by 2040, or something like



          8   that, but over the years, the next 20 years from now



          9   and your project is into that phase, isn't it, as far



         10   as Moore's Law and Moore's Principle, the things change



         11   every year, like 18 months, wouldn't it behoove you in



         12   the future to add new technology, especially batteries,



         13   to your solar field if you're going to meet the 2040



         14   deadline?



         15                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess from a



         16   practical perspective the reason that this specific



         17   project does not include batteries or energy storage is



         18   because the way the contract was given to us for the



         19   sale of the power does not include batteries, so we



         20   can't include them on this project.



         21                    MR. LYNCH:  Couldn't you revise



         22   that -- like I say, and at future times; 5 years, 10



         23   years, couldn't you revisit that?



         24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess we could.  I



         25   don't see a reason we couldn't.  If there was a policy
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          1   in place or an award or a mechanism to have that, but



          2   the current project does not.



          3                    MR. LYNCH:  But the current project



          4   still gets, you know, federal and state tax credits; is



          5   that correct?  Until a couple of more years anyhow.



          6                    MR. LeMARCHE:  It gets federal tax



          7   credit.  I'm not sure there's any state level credit.



          8   I'm not 100 percent sure on that.



          9                    MR. LYNCH:  The other thing, in one



         10   of your interrogatories you talk about snow and ice.



         11   I'd like to revisit that for a second.  Last year we



         12   had a snow and ice storm, and a lot of the solar panels



         13   in my neighborhood on our houses didn't melt for a



         14   couple of days.  So I got a little curious and I went



         15   to one of the solar fields, and the same thing I saw



         16   there, the ice packed the snow down, and it did not



         17   melt off.  Now, that means that it's not delivering any



         18   power.  What can you do to eliminate or have the snow



         19   and ice problem be dealt with?



         20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think -- I mean,



         21   geographically there's not a lot that we can do about



         22   having snow and ice in the wintertime in Connecticut.



         23   It's going to be there.  And it really just -- it



         24   doesn't make practical sense or economic sense or sense



         25   from gaining electricity generation to clean the
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          1   modules.  And the reason that the snow and ice doesn't



          2   melt after a snow event is because it generally stays



          3   with low temperatures and low solar radiation, so it



          4   doesn't cause it to melt, which are also times that the



          5   project would generate very little electricity, so



          6   there's not a strong benefit to remove the snow and



          7   ice.  And in our estimates of annual production,



          8   lifetime production of the system, we account for that.



          9   We account for lower solar radiance in the winter, as



         10   well as significant number of days where there's going



         11   to be no production because the modules are covered in



         12   snow.



         13                    MR. LYNCH:  Okay.  Thank you.  I did



         14   find the comment on the decommissioning point here.



         15   There's a phrase in there that says, decommissioning



         16   will come about or the project reaches the end of its



         17   useful life.  Can you explain either one of those for



         18   me?  What would cause abandonment and could a useful



         19   life be longer than -- or shorter, rather, or longer



         20   than what it's projected?



         21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think the



         22   abandonment and, again, correct me if I'm wrong, but



         23   the abandonment piece is just a protectionary (sic)



         24   measure in the case that there are completely



         25   unforeseen issues.  It's to protect the town, it's to
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          1   protect the neighbors from it being sitting there and



          2   not used and just being taken down.  So that's



          3   something that we really don't expect to have happen.



          4   Nobody is going to actually abandon it.



          5                    In terms of the second question, can



          6   you say what that was again?  Sorry.



          7                    MR. LYNCH:  If the project reaches



          8   it usefulness, useful life, either earlier or after.



          9                    MR. LeMARCHE:  It could be longer.



         10   If at the end of the contracts for what we have right



         11   now to sell power, if there is a second contract or a



         12   repowering of the system, it could be longer up until



         13   the lease period of the land, but it will not be



         14   shorter than its predicted life.



         15                    MR. LYNCH:  Thank you.  My last



         16   question has to deal with what a Texas energy and



         17   oilman told me awhile back that these projects in the



         18   future, the independent solar panel projects will



         19   eventually be bought out by big companies.  Is it



         20   your -- I'm sure Mr. Hoffman might stop me on this one,



         21   but is there any plans in the future, or are you



         22   looking to, somewhere down the line, five, 10 years,



         23   put this project on the market?



         24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I am not aware of any



         25   plans to -- for that to happen, to put the project on
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          1   the market.



          2                    MR. LYNCH:  Those are all my



          3   questions, Chairman.



          4                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.



          5   Lynch.



          6                    I'll now ask Mr. Silvestri to



          7   cross-examine the petitioner.



          8                  MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you, Mr.



          9   Morissette.  Most of my questions have actually been



         10   posed by Council members, but at times, as we all know,



         11   question and answers kind of spur more questions, so



         12   actually I have three followups that I'd like to start



         13   with.



         14                    And, Mr. LeMarche, in following up



         15   with what Mr. Lynch was posing about the snow, can you



         16   remind me as to how many stacked panels in a vertical



         17   fashion are in a rack?  Is it two or is it four?



         18                    MR. LeMARCHE:  You mean how many



         19   modules are, in essence -- I think it's two.  I think



         20   two is the answer to your question.  There are two like



         21   this.



         22                  MR. SILVESTRI:  So, again, getting back



         23   to the snow part, I've experienced situations or seen



         24   situations where snow would shed off that upper layer



         25   of panels and then accumulate on the bottom panel but

�



                                                               83





          1   not necessarily all shed off, so the question I have



          2   for you, does that impede the whole system from



          3   running, or would the top panel that is now free from



          4   snow still produce power for you?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  In general, one



          6   module will impact another module, so there are



          7   approximately 25 to 26 modules that are electrically



          8   connected in what we call a string.  They're wired



          9   together in a series.  If one of those modules has a



         10   low voltage, it will bring down the voltage of that



         11   entire series, string of modules, so it depends a



         12   little bit on configuration but, in general, yes, snow



         13   in one part of the array will affect other modules.



         14                  MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  I also have



         15   a followup to -- I forgot who posed it.  I forget if it



         16   was Mr. Lynch or Mr. Harder, so I'll apologize to both



         17   of them, not knowing which one.  I think it was Mr.



         18   Lynch.  When he was talking about the fire aspect of



         19   it, you had mentioned that there would be some type of



         20   device on one of the poles, and I think you might have



         21   been referring to the group operated air brake.



         22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Correct.



         23                    MR. SILVESTRI:  My understanding, at



         24   least with a group operated air brake, or a GAOB, if



         25   that opens up, that's going to stop power from being
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          1   transferred from the panel system to the grid.  So the



          2   question I have, I know that's the case, but if the



          3   GAOB is opened, does that also stop solar production on



          4   the panels?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  So what it does, the



          6   inverters have -- they're called anti islanding.  So if



          7   there is no AC power on the AC side of the inverters,



          8   the inverters are taking the DC power of the modules



          9   and converting them to AC.  If there's no AC power, the



         10   inverters immediately shut off.  If the air brake is



         11   open, then the inverters are off.



         12                    The DC side, the modules, they do



         13   not have that automatic shutoff.  So if the sun is



         14   shining and the modules are there, there will be power



         15   being generated by the modules, but it will stay on



         16   the -- on that DC side.



         17                    MR. SILVESTRI:  I got you so far.



         18   So getting back to what Mr. Lynch had posed.  Something



         19   else would have to occur to stop the DC power.



         20                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes, and there are



         21   intermittent disconnects throughout the array where you



         22   could shut off groups of the DC wire, basically the --



         23   where it's -- many of the strings will be brought



         24   together and you can shut off from there to the



         25   inverters, but there's not much that can be done to
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          1   shut off the module-to-module power.  That generally



          2   stays live.



          3                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Understood.  Thank



          4   you.  When you mentioned shutoff, is that something



          5   that has to be done on site, or is that a remote



          6   operation?



          7                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Typically at that



          8   level it is done on site.



          9                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So somebody



         10   would have to be dispatched, then, possibly, to help



         11   out in any fire type of situation; is that correct?



         12                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I think, in general,



         13   somebody would be dispatched to help out.  There are



         14   mechanisms to shut off the AC site remotely but, yeah,



         15   I think simply -- for a simple answer, yes, somebody



         16   should go to the site.



         17                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  The



         18   other followup I had was to Mr. Harder's question on



         19   trees and golf balls.  I'll say right off the bat, I



         20   tried to be a golfer, but I'm not a golfer.



         21   Nonetheless, I've driven by a number of golf



         22   facilities, golf courses, and I've seen fine screen



         23   mesh that has been put up, mostly along roadways, to



         24   try to stop errant balls from going on the roads and



         25   hitting cars and traffic.  Was there any thought,
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          1   getting back to the trees that Mr. Harder brought up,



          2   any thought of using a fine screen mesh, either behind



          3   the trees or intermixed with the trees to try to stop



          4   errant golf balls?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  We brainstormed about



          6   that.  It had been one of our considerations.  We have



          7   not put any plans in place to deploy something like



          8   that at this time.



          9                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  I'd like



         10   to look now at electrical connections.  I want to start



         11   off by referencing site plan E2 and LA2, if you would.



         12                    The first question I have, the site



         13   plan in drawing E2 has the northern electrical



         14   equipment pad labeled as B1, but if I look at drawing



         15   LA2, it has it labeled as B2.  Which one is correct?



         16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Unless someone has



         17   that answer handy, I think we should probably get back



         18   to you on that one.



         19                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, I'm looking



         20   at, for your reference, drawing E2 and drawing LA2, and



         21   you'll see that there's a discrepancy between those



         22   two.  Okay.



         23                    Let me move on, then, to the



         24   electrical connection questions that I had.  I'm going



         25   to keep on the east array, if you will.  The electrical
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          1   connection from B1, which I believe is the northern



          2   section of the east array; is that correct?



          3                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Gina, do you have



          4   that?  Are you able to answer that?



          5                    MS. WOLFSON:  I don't have it.  I'm



          6   looking for the plan.  The B2 pad on LA2 is the



          7   northern.  The one that's listed as B2, array B2, is



          8   the northern.



          9                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  If I go by



         10   that, a couple of drawings might have to be changed,



         11   then, to get the correct labels on B1 and B2, but let



         12   me try to stay with what you just mentioned about it



         13   being B2.  Would the transition from that northern



         14   array from underground to overhead, that would occur at



         15   hole No. 1; is that correct?



         16                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct,



         17   looking at the electrical drawings.



         18                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Then the other B,



         19   whichever correct number it might be, 1 or 2, that



         20   would then transition at hole 2 from underground to



         21   overhead; correct?



         22                    MS. WOLFSON:  Yes.  It was at pole



         23   2.



         24                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Then just to



         25   confirm, at pole 1 some B is going to be metered,
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          1   possibly B2, and at pole No. 2, the opposite B is going



          2   to be metered, as well.  Do I have that right?



          3                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct.



          4   They're two separately metered systems.



          5                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, looking at



          6   whatever clarity we need to say it's B1 or B2, but



          7   there's going to be two poles with separate metering



          8   for those two lights?



          9                    MS. WOLFSON:  Mm-hmm.



         10                    MR. SILVESTRI:  If you look at site



         11   plan E2, the poles go in sequence from right to left



         12   and you can easily see pole 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, but I'm



         13   looking for some clarity, if you will, that when I look



         14   at the one-line drawings of E31 and E32, it seems that



         15   both of the one-line drawings have the B2 system



         16   intersecting after pole 3, and the question I have is



         17   why would that occur if, again, pole 3 is going to be



         18   all important for the other electrical connections that



         19   you have there?  Your re-closures.



         20                    MS. WOLFSON:  I don't have the



         21   drawing in front of me.  We would have to check that



         22   with the electrical engineer.



         23                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Again, to



         24   clarify where I'm coming from, when I look at the one



         25   lines, either E31 or E32, the system for B2 just gets
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          1   tied in after pole 3, and I think that needs to be



          2   revised to really know what we just talked about, that



          3   pole 2 is coming in before pole 3, and then you get



          4   into your closures and then you get into your air



          5   brake.  So if you could check that for us, I'd



          6   appreciate it as well.



          7                    MS. WOLFSON:  All right.



          8                    MR. SILVESTRI:  The last question in



          9   that series, again looking at the five poles, the first



         10   question that I'll pose is are five poles actually



         11   needed, or could pole five essentially contain the



         12   group operated air brake switch and the surge



         13   arresters, and then go to pole 4 with the relay cabinet



         14   and reclosure, which would leave pole 3 and pole 2 as



         15   the risers and meters and pole 1 would be eliminated.



         16   So what would happen is you would come off your



         17   electrical pad, and instead of going straight up, you'd



         18   be going on an angle to try to eliminate one of the



         19   poles.  So, with that, are five poles actually needed?



         20                    MS. WOLFSON:  Well, this design was



         21   with our engineers and we did revise the initial layout



         22   to consider their feedback on that.  We did work with



         23   them, and that's a question we could ask on the final



         24   design.



         25                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, I draw a
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          1   parallel to what you have for the western system, what



          2   you can easily see on drawing LA-1.  There you only



          3   have a few poles, basically taking into account what



          4   you need to have your point of interconnection, your go



          5   at pole, you reclosure, and your riser, and, again, it



          6   just seems that one extra pole might not be needed for



          7   the eastern array, so I'd appreciate you checking that



          8   one, as well.



          9                    MS. WOLFMAN:  We'll check on that.



         10                    MR. SILVESTRI:  Again, barring



         11   clarifications that you'll get back to us on, I don't



         12   have any further questions, Mr. Morissette.  I thank



         13   you.



         14                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.



         15   Silvestri.  I have a couple of questions myself.



         16                    I'd like to start off with the



         17   wetlands lineation, figure 11.  I would like to know,



         18   are all of the distances to the arrays greater than 100



         19   feet?



         20                    MS. RAYMOND:  This a Megan Raymond,



         21   wetland scientist with Milone & MacBroom.  The



         22   perimeter of the work areas, or the perimeter of the



         23   array fields, have been cited to be a minimum of 100



         24   feet away.  The 100 foot wetland offset is depicted on



         25   the plans in the engineering drawings.  So that's most
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          1   specific to the western array.



          2                    The eastern array, the limit of



          3   disturbance is greater than 100 feet, but the western



          4   array, the limit of the fence is going to be situated



          5   right along the 100 foot, if you were looking at



          6   connecting nomenclature or the regulations.



          7                    MS. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you.



          8   Concerning wetland No. 2, it's documented that it's in



          9   the theme of 100 and 500 year flood plan.  Are the



         10   arrays themselves in jeopardy of those 100 or 500 year



         11   floods?



         12                    MS. RAYMOND:  The arrays themselves



         13   are situated above the base flood elevations, the 100



         14   year base flood elevation.



         15                    As it relates to the 500 year, I



         16   don't have the data to define -- we'd have to look back



         17   at the flood study to look at that elevation



         18   specifically, but I do know that the arrays are



         19   situated above the 100 year base flood elevation, and



         20   actually the mapped 500 year doesn't overlap the array



         21   area.  That sort of extends north along that ponded



         22   area, but just from a sheer overlay to the FEMA map, it



         23   would be situated outside of the 500 year for that one,



         24   as well.



         25                    MS. MORISSETTE:  Very good.  Let's
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          1   see.  Just some clarification on Mr. Silvestri's



          2   discussion relating to shutoff of the panels and



          3   disconnection.  Now, Mr. LeMarche, is it the panels



          4   will be disconnected or, as you said, shut off?



          5                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I don't understand



          6   the difference between your question, between the two



          7   scenarios in your question.



          8                    MR. MORISSETTE:  If they're shut



          9   off, they're not generating DC electricity.  If they're



         10   disconnecting, they're still generating DC electricity,



         11   but they're unable to flow to the additional panels



         12   and, therefore, the inverter.



         13                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Right.  So at the



         14   inverters where the DC power enters the inverter, there



         15   is a switch at that point where we can open and open



         16   the circuit and essentially shut off the DC power to



         17   the inverters.



         18                    MS. MORISSETTE:  That's not my



         19   point, though.  You're not shutting off, you're



         20   disconnecting.



         21                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes, you are



         22   disconnecting it.  It is a disconnect switch.  Farther



         23   down the line there are what we call combiner boxes and



         24   junction boxes that tie modules together.  There's a



         25   disconnect at that point, too.  So we can disconnect
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          1   between the combiner box and the inverters.  More



          2   granular than the combiner boxes is the string level



          3   where it's 25 modules wired together in a series.



          4   Those do not have a disconnect.



          5                    MR. MORISSETTE:  So DC energy would



          6   still be flowing.  My clarification is that it will be



          7   disconnected, not shut off.



          8                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Yes.  There are two



          9   levels of disconnect on the DC side.



         10                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you.



         11                    I'm still confused related to the



         12   response in set 1, question No. 3, relating to the rate



         13   in which you will fall back to Eversource, and it has



         14   to do with the SG2 rate.  I am not aware of an SG2 rate



         15   existing.  I'd just like to clarify that.  I don't



         16   believe Eversource had one.  They have a rate 980, but



         17   not an SG2 rate.



         18                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Which interrogatory



         19   set is this?



         20                    MS. MORISSETTE:  That's the first



         21   set, answer No. 3.



         22                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I guess I can't speak



         23   to more detail than what's written in the



         24   interrogatory.  Gina, if you can, great; otherwise, I



         25   think we'll have to get back to you.
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          1                    MS. WOLFSON:  Other than defining



          2   what the rate is, I can't speak further beyond what we



          3   have there.



          4                    MR. MORISSETTE:  If you can clarify



          5   that.  My point being is that you're selling to



          6   Eversource at the non-firm excess generation rate,



          7   whatever rate that may be, probably rate 980, meter



          8   rate, but you don't have a host facility.



          9                    I'd like to turn everyone's



         10   attention to the abutter well locations.  Just to



         11   confirm a couple of items for me.  It appears that



         12   Woodland Circle and -- I'm sorry, Woodland Court and



         13   Fairway court, that they are on town water.



         14                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct.



         15                    MR. MORISSETTE:  And then north side



         16   of the facility, you have more well situations, and



         17   there are three properties that do have wells, and they



         18   range from 260 feet to 420 feet.



         19                    MS. WOLFSON:  That's correct.



         20                    MR. MORISSETTE:  What protections



         21   are in place to ensure that those wells are not



         22   impacted, and are the distances adequate enough to



         23   protect them?



         24                    MS. WOLFSON:  We believe those



         25   distances are adequate to protect them from
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          1   construction damage.  Typically, a survey would be



          2   done, a well survey, if you were developing closer to



          3   the property line or closer to the well, but at those



          4   distances we believe that's protective for the



          5   equipment we'd be using.  We're not using any blasting,



          6   and it doesn't -- it's not an issue, in our opinion.



          7                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  So what



          8   distances would be closer by that you would then be



          9   concerned with?  Is there a standard in the industry



         10   or?



         11                    MS. WOLFSON:  If I could defer to



         12   Mike on that one.  Mike Gagnon.



         13                    MR. GAGNON:  Yeah, I would say, and,



         14   again, I don't know what particular hazards might be



         15   considered here, but I would dare to say, you know,



         16   obviously anything closer than what is allowable, for



         17   example, by subsurface disposal; ie, a septic system



         18   definitely would warrant some concern, but anything



         19   greater than that, you know, I doubt that the site



         20   would pose any kind of risk to the wells.



         21                    MS. WOLFSON:  As we mentioned, the



         22   equipment we're using, we're driving posts and using



         23   track mounted small vehicles, equipment wouldn't be any



         24   different than, say, doing foundation work or



         25   excavation work, just driving those piles throughout
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          1   the area.



          2                    MR. MORISSETTE:  What would be a



          3   safe distance, for example, if you could put a number



          4   on it, Mr. Gagnon?



          5                    MR. GAGNON:  I would say -- I guess



          6   my estimate would be 150 feet would be sufficient.



          7                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  Thank you.



          8                    Just a quick question relating to



          9   the interconnection.  So both the east and west are



         10   interconnected to the distribution system separately,



         11   and what's the voltage that they're interconnecting at?



         12                    MR. LeMARCHE:  Do you have that



         13   available, Gina?



         14                    MS. WOLFSON:  Which sheet would that



         15   be best to find it on?



         16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  It should be on the



         17   19 diagram.  I believe it is -- speaking from memory, I



         18   believe it's 12 or 13KB.  I would have to look it up



         19   and check.



         20                    MS. MORISSETTE:  I can look it up.



         21   That is correct, that you're interconnecting both of



         22   them separately onto the distribution system and that



         23   they're being treated and metered separately.



         24                    MR. LeMARCHE:  That's correct.



         25                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Just one last
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          1   question, and this really has to do with visibility.



          2   If I look at the well location drawing -- which I find



          3   is very useful to see the overall facility in relation



          4   to the wetlands and the abutters' property.  Now, is



          5   the Woodland Court and Fairway Court -- there appears



          6   to be a tree line along the property line.  Are those



          7   trees large and have a high canopy, or are they low and



          8   offer some semblance of screening?



          9                    MS. WOLFSON:  There is some



         10   screening there, for sure, and there are photos that



         11   Mr. Hanson submitted from the interior of the property



         12   in the recent -- in his responses to our last set of



         13   interrogatories.  So there is some screening there, and



         14   we didn't actually do a full tree survey, but I don't



         15   know if you have those photos available.



         16                    MR. MORISSETTE:  I do have those



         17   photos, and I did take a look at them, but it appears



         18   that the photos -- I have to look at them again.  It



         19   appears that the photos were taken closer to the



         20   property line, so it didn't embellish that there was a



         21   tree canopy available to provide some screening.



         22                    MS. WOLFSON:  There are photos from



         23   your initial photo log that are shot from into the



         24   facility toward those properties, as well.  Those were



         25   in the disability assessment.  Let me see what numbers
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          1   they would be.



          2                    MR. GAGNON:  Gina, this is Mike.



          3   I'm looking at photo No. 7, I believe, which is looking



          4   south towards that area.



          5                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  That



          6   will be helpful.



          7                    Is there any thought about providing



          8   additional screening along this property line along



          9   Woodland, and at least 5 Woodland and 6 Woodland Court,



         10   to enhance the treeline?



         11                    MS. WOLFSON:  We did mention that



         12   that's something we're willing to do.  We told him that



         13   is an option.  When we spoke to Mr. Hanson, we had



         14   mentioned that during the meeting.



         15                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Very good.



         16                    MR. LeMARCHE:  I looked it up.  It's



         17   13.8KB.



         18                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  Good, thank



         19   you.



         20                    That's all the questions that I have



         21   at this time.  We are approaching the 5 o'clock



         22   timeframe.  I'll ask Attorney Bonnano, do you have



         23   additional cross-examination, and should we put it off



         24   until our next hearing?



         25                    MR. BONNANO:  Yes and yes.
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          1                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Given that, I will



          2   call a recess until 6:30 when we will have -- we will



          3   commence the public commenting session.  So that,



          4   again, will be at 6:30 for the remote public hearing



          5   for public comment.



          6                    MR. BONNANO:  Mr. Councilman, before



          7   you adjourn, Mike Bonnano, I just want to confirm that



          8   the next date is October 20th.  Attorney Bachman has



          9   been wonderful in providing assistance and information.



         10   I want to make sure because I have a trial scheduled



         11   that day.  It's likely going to go off.  I wanted to



         12   confirm that that is when questioning would resume.



         13                    MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, Tuesday,



         14   October 20th, at 2 p.m.



         15                    MR. BONNANO:  Thank you very much.



         16                    MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll resume at



         17   6:30.



         18                    (Whereupon, the hearing was



         19   adjourned at 4:53 p.m.)
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